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DEDICATION. 



TO THE 

As that great TJieologian^ Bishop Bull, re- 
ceived, in his time, from the University of 
Oxford, the greatest honours which that 
learned body had to bestow, I was in hopes 
that some abler advocate than myself 
would, ere this, have undertaken the vindi- 
cation of Bishop Bull's character from the 
gross misrepresentation of it by the pre- 
sent Archdeacon of Ely. Disappointed in 
that hope, I have myself ventured upon the 
task ; trusting that my endeavour, however 
imperfect, wUl be received as a tribute of 
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respect and gratitude due to the memory of 
that great man, from one who had once the 
honour of being a member, and still con- 
tinues to be, 

a most devoted 
and sincerely attached friehd, 
of the 

University of Oxford. 



TO THE READER 



When the Charge of the Archdeacon of Ely- 
was first introduced to my notice, I considered 
that the respectable station of its author entitled 
it to something more than common attention. 
That attention having been paid, which the im- 
portance of its contents appeared to demand, it 
occurred to me that some few observations on 
the prominent features of the Charge in ques* 
tion, might not, in the present state of our 
Church, be ill-timed : and more especially so, 
as some particular parts of the Archdeacon's 
publication appeared to bear hard upon the cha- 
racter of a Bishop, to whom the sound Clergy of 
the Church of England have long been in the 
habit of looking up with a mixture of grati- 
tude and respect. 
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Whilst, then, I presume not to write for those 
who are before me in the road of theological at- 
tainments, yet to such who may be in a condition 
to glean something from an humble instrument, 
should God be pleased to bless his endeavours 
for their service, I may be permitted to address 
myself 

Old divinity is, in some respect, like old wine ; 
the Tiew not being to be compared with it, 
although some palates may become so unhap- 
pily vitiated, as to be unable to relish either. 
But Jesus Christ being " the same yesterday, 
to^ay, and for ever, " his doctrine must neces- 
sarily be unchangeable ; whilst the Protestant 
knows no other standard for that doctrine, but 
hisi Bible.. Shades of difference in opinion there 
maybe, atid, perhaps, always will be, between 
men of different dispositions, and who have been 
accustomed to view things through different 
mediums ; but between those who profess to 
hold the faith as it was once delivered to the 
saints, there cannot, because there ought not to 
exist any contradiction of sentiment The sub- 
ject brought before the reader in the following 
13 



pages is of considerable importance ; because 
some of the essentials of Christianity are con- 
nected with it< Those essentials, which it has 
been the object of the grand deceiver of man- 
kindj from time to time^ so to oppose and per- 
plex, as to render them, in a great measure, un- 
availing to their graciously intended purpose. 
The doctrines here alluded to, are those which 
have been made, more or less, the subject of 
unhappy dispute, from the days of our Reform- 
ers to the present times. And, although it must 
be acknowledged, that there never have been 
wanting among us zealous and able defenders 
of the " faith, as it is in Christ Jesus," still, it is 
to be lamented, and it is to be feared, with too 
much truth, that there is wanting that profes- 
sional esprit de corps, (if it may be so called,) 
which can alone enable the younger Clergy to 
profit, as they might, from the information, with 
which our excellent Church is so abundantly 
furnished. 

The reader must not, therefore, expect to find 
any thing new in the following pages; the 
object of their writer being chiefly to collect to 
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a focus^ the scattered rays of light to be found 
in established writings ; for the purpose of mak- 
ing the stronger impression upon those organs 
of vision^ which have not^ perhaps, been parti- 
cularly directed to the objects contained in 
them. With however supercilious an eye then, 
those of deeper learning and more extensive re- 
search may look down upon this feeble attempt 
to confirm, what the writer considers to be the 
established doctrine of the Christian Church 
on those points brought under consideration; 
every serious Christian will, it is hoped> receive 
this humble offering of service ; not less pleased 
with it, because, in many parts, it presents him 
with little else than the fruits of other men's 
labours ; remembering the indulgence granted 
to the Levites under the old dispensation ; that 
what they had gathered from others, was 
reckoned unto them ; as though it had been the 
corn of their own threshing-floor, and as the 
fullness of their own press." 



INTRODUCTORY DISCOURSE. 

! 



It aflfords one of the strongest proofs of the 
corruption of man's nature, that tmth, though 
originally revealed from on high for his direction 
in the way to happiness, has never been able 
to preserve an uninterrupted abode upon earth* 
Whilst at the same time there cannot be a more 
unequivocal evidence of the never-ceasing agency 
of that grand deceiver; whose object from the 
beginning it has been, to counterwork the bene- 
volent design of a gracious Creator in behalf of 
his favoured creature, than by continually lead- 
ing man, more or less, into error, upon the sub- 
ject of his most important concern, the attain- 
ment of eternal bliss. 

It should seem, indeed, as if Christians of the 
present day were living in perilous times some- 
what similar to those, heretofore, alluded to 
by the Apostle ; when certain teachers, having 
*^ the form of godliness, but denying the power 
thereof," are leading captive silly Christians, 
ever learning, but never able to come to the 
knowledge of the truth." Surely it might have 
been hoped, that when the truth, as it is in 
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Christ Jesus," had been established upon firm 
ground, through the right interpretation of the 
sacred word, by such Divines as Bull, Jackson, 
Hickes, and Waterland, names standing high in 
the annals of the Church of England, to mention 
no other, it would not have been agaiu placed 
upon the shifting quicksands of those irregular 
nonconformist teachers, who disgraced this coun^ 
try at a former period of its history; when the 
faith, as delivered by the Apostles, became enve- 
loped in such a cloud of mystical theory, and 
strained metaphysical subtleties, as almost to put 
it beyond the reach of a plain understanding to 
determine precisely, what truth was, or where it 
'might be found. 

The Chur6h of England, we lament to say, 
instead of going on to perfection, seems, from 
some present appearances at least, to be travel- 
ling back to the spurious divinity of the 17th 
century ; when a mutilated sketch of the Gospel 
-system, under the imposing title of Evangelical 
preaching, too often supplies the place of a right 
division of the word of truth in our pulpits; 
whilst rhapsodical preachers, like travelling em- 
piricks, full of themselves, are drawing congre- 
gations after them, in defiance of ecclesiastical 
discipline, and to the propagation of the worst 
kind of schism; that of dividing the Church 
'gainst herself, for the temporary gratification 
^ of unsteady Christians with itching ears, who 



3 



have unfortunately acquired the dangerous habit 
of mistaking words for things. Hence it has 
happened that many well-meaning, and who 
might have been well-principled Christians, had 
they continued in the regular course marked 
out to them by the Church of which they profess 
to be members, have suffered themselves, under 
the self-confident persuasion of superior sancti* 
fication, to be drawn away from the sober and 
rational religion of their forefathers into certain 
imaginary theories, not less indescribable to 
others, than they are unintelligible to themselves. 
And hence it is, that a set of hackneyed unde« 
fined phrases, being made to pass for the true 
Evangelical doctrine, we are in danger of falling 
into that state of spiritual intoxication, from 
which the grand Deceiver reaped such an abun<« 
dant harvest, in those unhappy days, to which 
we have above alluded. 

I have been led into the preceding reflection^ 
by a publication which has lately fallen into my 
hands, under the title of A Charge to the Clergy 
of the Archdeaconry of Ely." At the same time X 
consider it due to myself to declare, that the pre- 
ceding reflections are not intended to have a bear- 
ing on the Archdeacon himself; considering that 
I have not before me sufficient evidence to deter- 
mine fully my judgment with respect to the proi^ 
fessional character of that gentleman* The Arch^ 
deacon, doubtless> may be, and I have no ground 
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for thinking that he is not, a pious, conscientious 
minister. StiD he may be a mistahefi man ; and 
in some points, to my mind, of no trifling im- 
portance. Had they not been seen in that light, 
the reader would not have been troubled with 
the following pages. My object, however, on 
the present occasion is to point out to notice 
that equivocal and unguarded language, which 
to me appears calculated to lead to conclusions, 
which possibly the Archdeacon may reprobate 
equally with myself. 

It is possible indeed that the Archdeacon and 
myself may differ more in expressions than we do 
in essentials. I trust it may be so. At the same 
time, it is submitted to consideration, whether, 
from a due want of attention to guarded lan- 
guage in subjects of nice discrimination, we may 
not, however correct our own ideas may be, 
prove instrumental in leading others into error- 
For as heresy oft-times derives its origin from a 
misapplication of words, or ambiguity of lan- 
guage, guarded expressions and well defined 
meanings become essentially requisite to the 
proper handling of religious subjects, particu- 
larly those of an abstruse nature. In this re- 
spect, the Archdeacon of Ely, should he not be 
misunderstood, appears to me to be wanting. 
Whilst to prevent him, so far at least as my en- 
deavours may conduce to that end, from leading 
others into what appears to me to be error, 1 



have ventured to make some passing remarks 
upon his Charge; which, though confessedly 
well written, so far as style is concerned, does 
not, to my mind at least, place the plan of the 
Evangelical Covenant in a correct point of view 
before his readers, — But this is not the only, nor 
the principal object I had in view, when taking 
up my pen ; but a vindication of the character 
of that great Divine, to whom the Church of 
England has been much Indebted ; a character, 
which has been so grossly, though I am ready 
to hope umnteniionally^ misrepresented by the 
Archdeacon in question- Which misrepresenta- 
tion is not, as the subject strikes me, to be ac- 
counted for but upon one or other of these two 
principles : either the Archdeacon had not 
read the Bishop's writings with that attention 
and discrimination, to which, from their import- 
ance, they are justly entitled ; or that he had not 
read them at all. On this latter ground charity 
feels disposed to place the Archdeacon ; rather 
than that, with the Bishop's writings before him, 
he should be supposed capable of so grossly mis- 
representing the Author of them, as he has done. 
But on this ground, a respect for the Arch- 
deacon*s character will not allow me to place 
him; upon the former, therefore, I think he 
must be allowed to take his stand : and in plac- 
ing him upon that ground, I trust I shaU not be 
thought to have done him injustice ; since the 
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Archdeacon himself allows^ that he has only 
ycursori^ read through some parts of the Bishop's 
works. Whilst any one acquainted with the ge- 
neral scope and tenor of Bishop Bull's writings^ 
and who at the same time considers the particu- 
lar object the Bishop had in view in writing, 
together with the length of time he took in di- 
gesting the important work upon which the 
Archdeacon has so freely commented, will he 
apt to say, that of all the English Divines who 
have committed themselves on the corruptions 
of the Church of Rome, Bishop Bull is one of 
the last to whom the title of Romanist> (in the 
sense in which it is made use of by the Arch- 
deacon,) can with justice be applied. This po- 
sition, from an induction of particulars, it will 
be my business, in the following pages, to de- 
monstrate. 

Now as scarce any writings at their first pub- 
lication were ever subjected to so severe an or- 
deal as those of Bishop Bull ; and as the ster- 
ling quality of them has now been so long ad- 
mitted by our most eminent Divines ; it is a cir- 
cumstance that cannot fail to excite surprize, 
that in the nineteenth century, when it might have 
been hoped that the science of Divinity had at- 
tained to its most perfect standard, such long 
established waitings should be found wanting in 
the balance. — Considering myself then, as I long 
have done, a pupil, though a very unworthy one. 
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of this great master in Israel/ his writings hav^ 
ipg been more or less before me, during a long:^ 
course of years/ 1 must confess, I felt myself not 
mor^ surprized than mort^ed, in hearing his 
character sd unjustly dealt by. At the same 
time then that I should think it a disgrace to 
the Church of England^ were not such a Bishop 
to find an advocate among her Clergy^ I should, 
still feel gratified had an abler pen taken up this 
cause. I have patiently waited in the hope that 
some one better qualified than myself would 
have undertaken it ; but I have waited in vain. 
At the same time I cannot but thinks that the 
honour of the Church of England^ together with 
the credit of our Jirst Reformers, imperiously de- 
mand^ that such an attack upon the principles 
of our establishment ought not to be sufiered to 
pass unnoticed. Although an endeavour to vin- 
dicate the character of such a Divine as Bishop 
Bull may probably, by most readers, be regarded 
as an useless undertaking, and, possibly, sub- 
ject to the charge of confident presumption, the 
writer who attempts it. Whilst, then, I cannot 
promise my reader that he will find any thing 
new in my pages, for what of novelty can be ex- 
pected on a subject which has been worn thread- 
bare ? yet provided he will give me credit for an 
honest zeal for the credit of our Church, and 
a profound veneration for the character of Bi- 
shop Bull, I shall rest perfectly satisfied with 
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the refiectiotii> that if I have hot ilone the best 
that might have been done in the present ca^^ 
I have still done the best that it was in my power 
to^do; remembering, what for our comfort we 
have been given to understand, that the gxadouB 
Being whom we serve accqiteth, according to 
what a man hath, not according to what he hath 
not* 



The first idea that presented itself to my mind 
upon reading the Archdeacon's Charge was, that 
the Clergy of his Archdeaconry must, as DiTines, 
be in a very low state, to require such a length- 
ened exposition of the first rudiments of Chris- 
tianity to be brought before them* Unwilling, 
however, to entertain an idea that might be 
considered disrespectful to the Clergy in ques- 
tion, upon second consideration I found that the 
Charge under notice was introductory to other 
matter, which, it should seem, has long been 
working in the Archdeacon's mind, and was 
meant to serve as a pin, on which the Archdea- 
con's long-harboured objections to the writings 
and character of Bishop Bull were intended to 
be hung. Every author, it will be readily ad- 
mitted, on coming before the public, has an un- 
doubted right to choose his own ground ; be^ 
cause every honest man is supposed to write as 
he thinks. At the same time every author must 
be aware that what he writes becomes a fit sub- 
ject for fair and candid examination. 
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- Before^ however, I enter upon the principal 
subject of the Archdeacon's unqualified censure 
of Bishop Bull, it is but right that attention 
should be paid to what the Archdeacon says for 
himself. And though I presume not, pleno ore, 
to characterise the Archdeacon of Ely, as a de< 
cided, and what is commonly known by the title 
of a high Cahinist; still l am inclined to think 
that no competent Divine will go through his 
Charge with attention, without discovering a 
strong taint of the Calvinian Heresy, more or 
les?, pervading the whole of it. The first strik- 
ing proof which presents itself in confirmation 
of the above opinion, is to be found in page 9, 
in which the Archdeacon writes thu^ Of 
those who have been admitted into the Christ 
tian Church by baptism, we have deep cause to 
lament, that too many are Christians only in 
name ; destitute perhaps even of Hheform, still 
more of the power of godliness ; and as to all 
practical purposes, ^ without hope and without 
God in the world.' " — This appears to me to be 
Calvinism without disguise. For it proceeds 
upon the principle lately assumed by certain 
Divines, that by far the greater majority of in- 
fants grow up in an unregenerate state, because 
it was not intended by God that they should be 
regenerated in Baptism. This appears to me 
to_ be cutting the knot with a vengeance ; by 
making the Deity responsible for the eflfects of 
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man's faUen nature. We are not consequently 
surprized to find this idea^ so repugnant to the 
nature of the baptismal sacrament, originating 
with the celebrated Calvin ; it being precisely in 
accord with his unscripfural system. 

Most heresies derive their origin from the ^ 
overweening persuasions of selfrconfident men ; 
who, whilst distinguished, perhaps, by exem- 
plary piety, and other valuable attainments, suf- 
fer themselves to be carried away by some fa- 
vourite hypothesis, which makes them conceive 
of things, not as they really are, but as they 
would have them to be ; and to assent to, or dis- 
sent from, a proposition, not as sound reason 
would direct, but as the hypothesis in question 
commands them to do. It is a prevailing at- 
tachment to some preconceived system that 
produces in many cases such powerful influence, 
that in hearing we do not hear and understand, 
and in seeing we do not see and perceive ; whilst 
we are looking about for little distinctions and 
pitiful evasions, whereby to elude the plain evi- 
dence of unsophisticated truth. 

To give the Archdeacon credit but for a mo- 
derate portion of discrimination, it might be 
concluded that he could not fail to distinguish 
between an infant's being regenerated to final 
and effectual purpose, and his not being rege- 
nerated at all; to his being actually admitted 
by his spiritual birth in Baptism into the 
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Cavenant of Grace, and his being " witfiotit 
hdpe and without Qod m the wotld.*" The 
Christian Dispensatidn has been considered as 
an improvement upon, or a more perfect edU 
tion of the Jewish* The proselyte oh his Bap- 
tism, was regarded as having received another 
spirit or soul, whereby he became another man* 
On this account Baptism was called among 
them Megenerationf and a new birth. And the 
New Testament, being full of allusions to these 
notions, proves that the expressions, being bom 
again, putting cff the old man, becoming new 
creatures, and the like, were fully understood at 
the time, and spiritually received. But if the 
in&nt which has been made a member of the 
Church by the Sacrament of Baptism, can pro- 
perly be said to be without hope and without 
God in the world," and to be destitute of the 
« very form of Christianity,'* the Grace of God 
under the Christian Dispensation seems rather 
to have made a retrograde movement, than to be 
going on to perfection. What the Archdeacon 
says indeed of persons admitted into the Church 
by Baptism, that too many are Christians only 
in name, and destitute of the power of godliness, 
and consequently without hope and without 
God in the world/ is, we lament to say, but too 
true. But that such persons, if baptised by one 
of God's appointed ministers, were destitute of 
the form of Baptism, is certainly not true* The 



present unregenerate condition of the baptized 
persons proves^ not that they have never received 
spiritual Regeneration in Baptism, but that such 
Grace of the Holy Spirit, originally conveyed to 
them at Baptism^ had not been carried on to 
perfection. In like manner^ to take our reason- 
ing from analogy^ good seed may be sown in the 
ground, which, for want of subsequent care and 
cultivation, may never arrive at fruitful produce. 
By virtue of the divine Covenant, we are 
distinguished by the title of God's adopted chil- 
dren ; " and if children, then heirs of God, and 
joint heirs with Christ God, by the Evangelical 
constitution, having been pleased to receive be- 
lievers by Baptism into a filial relation- Where 
indeed there is not a cordial consent and sub- 
jection to the terms of the Covenant, visible 
protession, and the receiving the external seals 
of it, will be of no advantage- But however this 
important consideration concerns persons arrived 
at a state of responsibility, it cannot, it is pre- 
Bumed, be supposed to affect the condition of 
those, who are but passim recipients of the free 
grace of God, And be their subsequent condi- 
tion ill life what it may, though it may render 
void their future hopes, still it cannot abrogate 
the original nature and design of the Sacrament 
in question. Such is the decided judgment of 
our Church, 

We are indeed aware of what has been ad- 



vanced, and with some shew of reason, upon this 
important subject ; but still, when it is considered 
that the Sacrament of Baptism was a divine ia- 
stitution for the benefit of fallen man^ our judg- 
ment upon it should be formed from the gra- 
cious intention of the divine Imtittitor^ rather 
than from the corruption which a degenerate 
state of Christianity has been instrumental in 
introducing into the Imtitution itself. For to 
take this subject upon higher ground — That 
divine Being, to whom all things are present, 
whoj we are told, seeth the end from the he- 
ginning/' clearly saw what would be the effect 
of Adam's trial y and, out of the plenitude of his 
love, prepared a remedy to meet the fatal event. 
The death of his incarnate Son was the stipu- 
lated condition of God's reconciliation to fallen 
man. As the lamb devoted to this gracious pur- 
pose, He was slain, at least in contemplation and 
effect, before the foundation of the world. His 
blood (of which the bloody sacrifices during the 
several periods of the Church w^ere but types) 
was the blood of the new Covenant entered into 
by the three Persons in the Godhead, for the 
gracious purpose of redeeming fallen man from 
the malice of Satan, and restoring him, upon 
certain conditions suited to his actual state, to 
his lost immortality. As it has been described 
by one of the early writers of the Churchy 
'* God the Father accepting, God the Son," 
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offering^ himself as the propitiatory sacrifice foi^ 
sin, and God the Holy Ghost undertaking the 
important work of renewing the fallen nature of 
man, and bringing it, by his sanctifying influ-> 
ence, into a fit condition to be admitted into.* 
God's presence in glory : since, without holiness^ 
we have been plainly told, " no man can see the 
Lord^*' Of this gracious Covenant < the Sactaf^ 
ments of the Church, are, as St. Austin calla 
them, the Verba visibilia, or the pledges on God's 
part for the fulfilment of his sacred engagement, 
in conformity with the wonderful dispensation 
of the GospeL Now it is expressly declared in 
Sacred Writ, that the God of Love, as He is sig- 
nificantly called by the Apostle, is not willing 
that any should perish, but that all should CQme 
to repentance and live." Whilst it is not to be 
doubted, that an omnipotent God can niever 
want the power to carry his will into complete 
effect — it follows then that the Sacraments of 
the Church, being of divine institution, must, so 
far as God is concerned in them, be fully avail-* 
able to the end for which they were originally 
ordained. In the case of infants, not arrived at 
ihe knowledge of good and evil, there can be no 
impediment thrown in the way of the Sacrament 
to which they are admitted; they are upon the 
stipulation of their sponsors, which the Church 
construes literally in their favour, admitted to the 
benefits intended to be conveyed by it; and ip&o^ 
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facto made partakers of spiritual regeneration ; 
in consequence of their being bom of water and 
of the Spirit by Baptism, the divinely appointed 
means of conveying such spiritual benefit to 
them. Such was the doctrine of the prunitive 
Church on thi& subject, which might be proved 
by an indnetion of proofe. But I abstain from 
detail, that I may trespass as little as may be on 
my readers. 

It will be sufficient for my present purpose, in: 
immediate reference to the Archdeacon's Charge^ 
to observe, that if there can be meaning in 
words, such is unquestionably the doctrine of 
the Church of England. The Church of Eng- 
land in her formulary says expressly by the 
mouth of her minister, after the administration 
^ithe Sttcrmmebt of Baptism, that the baptized 
dbild is regenerate, and thereby admitted, for 
&e time being, into a state of salvation ; she 
therefore hesitates not in a subjoined paragraph 
to speak thus decidedly upon this important 
point It is certainly God's word, that chil- 
dren which are baptized, dying before they com- 
mit actual sin, are undoubtedly saved/'-rln strict 
accordance with the language of the Homily, 
which says, ^ that infants, being baptized, and 
dying in their infancy, are by His sacrifice 
washed from their sins, brought to God's fe- 
vour, made His children and inheritors of the 
kingdom of heaven.'' 
16 
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What may foe the condition of this foaptized 
child at any future stage of life, is not the point 
at issue. We are now speaking simply of the 
spiritual advantage derived to the, child by Bap- 
tism. Admitting that the Sacrament in question 
foe rightly administered, no baptized child can 
be destitute of the form for that must depend 
upon the commission of the administrator, and 
the proper administration of the Sacrament. 
Whilst our Church's definition of a Sacrament is, 
that it is an outward and visible sign of an 
inward and spiritual grace, ordained by Christ 
himself, as a means whereby we receive the same, 
and a pledge to assure us thereof." In the case 
of the baptized child then, to whom no spirittud 
grace is supposed to be conveyed, the Sacrament 
becomes a mere nullity. But the Sacrament of 
Baptism, being the divine appointment of admis- 
sion into the Christian Covenant, cannot fail in 
the case of baptized infants to be accompanied 
with the intended effect ; for the infant, being by 
Baptism regularly admitted into the Christian 
Covenant, becomes thereby entitled to the pri- 
vileges of it ; one of the most important of which 
is, that the baptized person has it in his power 
to Recover his lost ground, by being renewed 
through the Spirit unto repentance, from time 
to time, and enabled, by the continuing influ- 
ence of the same Spirit, to proceed in his Chris- 
tian course, till arriving at the fullness of stature 
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^ in iesus Christ, he becomes iiieet to be a par- 
taker with the saints in light." 

Were proofs necessary to establish the pi'e- 
ceding doctrine of our Churchy abundant might 
be produced. But not to tire my reader, I eon- 
fine myself to one only, but that which cannot 
fail to have weight with every sound member of 
our Church ; since it is grounded upon the au- 
thority of him, who had a principal hand in lay- 
ing down the platform of our Reformed Ecclesi- 
astical system. — In a comparison drawn between 
the two Sacraments of our Church, Cranmer 
writes thus : Conversion of the visible crea- 
tures of bread and wine into the body and blood 
of Christ, is like to our conversion in Baptism ; 
where outwardly nothing is changed, but all the 
alteration is inwardly and invisibly. ^ If thou 
wilt know,' saith Eusebius Emissenus, ' how it 
ought not to seem to thee a new thing, and im- 
possible that earthly and corruptible things be 
turned into the substance of Christ, look upon 
thyself, which art made new in Baptism, when 
thou wast far from life, and banished as a stran- 
ger from mercy and from the way of salvation, 
and inwardly wast dead, and suddenly thou be- 
ganst another life in Christ, and wert made new 
by wholesome mysteries, and wast turned into 
the body of the Church, not by seeing, but by 
believing ; and of the child of damnation, by a 
secret pureness thou wast made the chosen Son 

16 
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of God. Thou visibly didst remain in the same 
measure that thou hadst before^ but invisibly 
thou wast made greater^ without any increase of 
thy body. Thou wert the self-same person^ and 
yet by increase of faith thou wast made another 
man. Outwardly nothing was added^ but all the 
change was inwardly. And so was man made 
the Son of Christy and Christ formed in the mind 
of man.' " 

I have dwelt longer upon this subject than 
might have been necessary, had not my object 
been to counteract, in some degree at least, that 
heretical doctrine, under the title of the New 
Regeneraiim System, which, under the sanction 
of some respectable Divines, is at this time 
pushing its way into the Church of England. 
At the same time there are to be found Divines 
of our Church equally respectable, though better 
informed, who, I trust, will at all times be on the 
alert to prevent its admission. But this novel 
doctrine having been lately fully canvassed, and 
not constituting any material part of the object 
before me, it would be to trespass upon my 
reader, were I to enter upon any more lengthened 
detail upon it 



CHAPTER II. 



Op all the points in Theology which have from 
time to time employed the pens of Christian 
Divines, perhaps not one has been more tho- 
roughly canvassed than that which relates to the 
controverted doctrine of Faith and Works, in 
their respective relation to the justification of 
fallen man. But as little either of novel or in- 
teresting matter is to be expected upon such an 
exhausted subject, some apology may be neces- 
sary from a writer, who ventures, at this time of 
day, to draw the attention of his readers to what 
he may have to say upon it. It were to be 
wished, indeed, that all those subtle disputations 
and verbal distinctions, chiefly employed in the 
support of favourite systems, and which tended 
more to the decrease of charity and increase of 
schism, than to the elucidation of truth, had 
been suffered to sleep with the other disgraceful 
things of the 17th century. But it should seem 
as if we were not doomed, in this respect at least, 
to grow wise by experience. The Archdeacon 
of Ely appears to have taken us back to those 



unhappy times, when this important doctrine 
of Salvation hy Grace, (a doctrine sufficiently 
plain in itself, were the writers upon it disposed 
to understand each other,) was made the sub- 
ject of Jesuitical cavil and verbal strife. In 
consequence of the unfortunate Marian persecu- 
tion, a portion of the Calvinistic leaven was im- 
ported into this country; which, though not 
indigenous to the soil, took, notwithstanding, 
such deep root in it, as never since to have 
been completely eradicated* For my reader, it 
is presumed, is not to be informed, that the 
Archdeacon's edition of the eleventh article, — 
containing this position, " that we are justified 
by faith only, to the mfire exclusion of works a 
position which our Reformers never dreamt of; — 
constitutes one of the five points of Calvinism ; 
and hence it is that the eleventh article has been 
pressed into the service of that heterodox sys- 
tem. For the idea here brought forward by the 
Archdeacon being at no time expressed by our 
Reformers^ was certainly by them never meant 
to be propagated as a part of the Protestant 
Creed, It is an idea indeed which, if ever pro- 
per to be promulgated, ought never to be suf- 
fered to constitute an insulated position, unac- 
companied with some qualified interpretation, 
calculated to guard against its otherwise most 
probable abuse. But to proceed; the Arch- 
deacon opens his case by shewing, what no 
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sound member of the Church, it is presumed, 
will deny, that man is not justified by works 
alone a; position, which it might be hoped, it 
had been perfectly needless to have introduced. 
The Archdeacon then proceeds to point out 
the absurdity of an ^ association of works with 
faith in the office of justification an absurdity, 
which, however it may bear upon the Church 
of Rome, is, by all sound members of the 
Church, equally reprobated. The Archdeacon 
then carries us on to the case of the judaizing 
converts to Christianity, who were :l^st guilty 
of the absurd attempt of mi,xing up the law of 
works with the Covenant of Grace. This error, 
60 natural to the pride of fallen man, was one 
of the first which was sown with God's wheat in 
the field of the primitive Church, which St. Paul 
took so much pains to confute and eradicate, by 
the following close reasoning, ad homines/' 
in his Epistle to the Romans. If by grace, 
then is it no more of works : otherwise grace is 
no more grace. But if it be of works, then is it 
' no more grace, otherwise work is no more work." 
xi. 6. " Now to him that worketh is the re- 
ward not reckoned of grace, but of debt ; but 
to him that worketh not, but believeth on him 
that justifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted 
to him for righteousness.'' iv. 4, 5. 

Such was the unanswerable reasoning op- 
posed to the first judaizing attempt of confound- 



ing the legal with the evangelicai Dispensatioa, 
And this close reasoning will apply with equal 
force to the Church of Rome; because that 
Church has long been in the habit of mixing 
up the merits of canonized saints with those of 
B crucified Saviour, as together constituting 
their mixed ground of justification. But it can- 
not apply to the Church of England, because 
she gives no countenance to such an erroneous 
principle ; however it may apply individually to 
those mistaken members of her communioDj 
should any such there be, who are weak enough 
to imagine^ that any good works, which they 
may perform, can secure to them a claim of 
right or merit to an eternal reward. But let the 
article in question speak for itself. The eleventh 
article runs thus ; " We are accounted righteous 
before God only for the merits of our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ, by faith, and not for our 
own works or deservings. Therefore, that we 
are justified by faith mly, is a most wholesome 
doctrine, and very full of comfort, as more 
largely is expressed in the Homily of Justifica- 
tion " We stop for a moment to observe, in the 
face of the Archdeacon's incorrect edition of 
the eleventh article, that our Reformers were 
not perfectly borne out by the Apostle in the 
language made use of in the article under consi- 
deration. The language of the Apostle being li- 
terally as follows : " Therefore we conclude that 
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A mtak id justified by faith without the deeds 
erf the law/* Rom. iii. 28. A passage which 
ihust be considered as addressed particularly to 
converted Jews. We proceed. Scarcely any 
words could be made use of better calculated to 
<Jonvey the meaning of our venerable Reformers 
upon this important subject than those which 
have been here employed. Two different modes 
of justification are pointed out to notice in the 
article under consideration ; one by the merits 
of Christ, the other by the works and deservings 
of man. By the former we are told, we can alone 
be justified, whilst we are as plainly told, that 
by the latter we cannot. Now it appears of im- 
portance to ascertain the meaning in which the 
word works, made use of in this article, was 
meant to be received. To ascertain which es- 
sential point, nothing appears necessary but a 
Reference to the times in which the words were 
written, together with the object the Reformers 
had in view in writing them. The article, to 
which we are now referring, was composed, as 
it is well known, at the time when the corrupt 
doctrine of human merit, if not in opposition 
to, at least in derogation from, the all-sufficient 
merits of a crucified Saviour, constituted one of 
the most prominent among the many corrupt 
doctrines of the Church of Rome. Indeed, as 
the reader of ecclesiastical history well knows, 
the general prevalence which the insatiable ava- 



rice of Rome had given to this comipt but lu- 
crative doctrine, was one of the chief causes to 
which the Reformation owed its orgin. And 
though our Reformers were not the first who 
took the field in defence of primitive Christia- 
nity, yet were they not among the least zealous 
in maintaining its sinking cause. In forming 
their articles, therefore, for the correct esta* 
blishment of the Church of England, their 
thoughts were chiefly occupied with the cor- 
ruptions of that Church, from whose commu- 
nion they had felt themselves obliged to de- 
part. By the works or deservings there- 
fore mentioned in their eleventh article, were 
principally meant to be understood those 
human works and deservings, which had long 
been made the gainful traffic in the Church of 
Rome ; and mrtualbj all human works of a si- 
milar kind> whichj in any way, encroached upon 
the all-sufficiency of those merits, to which 
fallen man stands indebted for justification. 
Had not, therefore, the Archdeacon of Ely writ- 
ten somewhat faster than he read, he would not 
have inserted that interpolation of his own de- 
vising into the eleventh article; which tends 
more, as I conceive, to keep out of sight, than 
to explain J the sense in which the language of 
our Reformers, on this occasion^ was meant to 
be taken. If the only object, which the Arch- 
deacon must be supposed to have had in view. 
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wasio leave the meaning of the Reformers upon 
this important subject impressed on his hearers, 
should he not have suffered the language of our 
Reformers to speak for itself? or^ on the suppo- 
sition of its not being sufKciently intelligible, 
should he not have referred them^ as the article 
has done, to a more detailed comment on their 
meaning, as it is to be found in the Homilies ? 
Had this mode of explanation been adopted, his 
hearers must have found, that the works and 
deservings^ mentioned in the article, had nothing 
to do with those evangelical works of righte- 
ousness under the new covenant, which are ex- 
pected to be found in every redeemed sinner ; 
not indeed as the Tneritoriotis cause of his justi- 
fication, but that sine qud non, without which, 
according to the conditions of the new cove- 
nant, no Christian professor must expect to 
be completely and finally justified. So that the 
faith, or rather the merits of Christ, by which 
alone fallen man is justified, or accounted righ- 
teous in the sight of <jk>d, did not, in the judg- 
ment of our Reformers, exclude good works; 
because they say, ^ we are most bounden to do . 
good works commended by God in his hoiy 
Scriptures; but it so excludes them, that we 
may not do them to this intent, to be made just 
by doing them." And for the following evident 
reason, because all the good works that we 
can do be imperfect, and, tiberefore, not Bbie to 



deserve our justification ; but our justification 
doth come freely by the mere mercy of God*"* — 
Homily on Salmtion. — Upon this important 
point, it might be hoped there could be no room 
for controversy among Christian believers- For, 
by a reference to the third part of the Homily 
on " Good Works,"' which, it is to be well ob- 
served, was added in the year 1562, for the ex- 
press purpose of counteracting the error of the 
Antinomians and Solifidians of the day, who had 
so grossly abused the doctrine of Justification 
by faith alone, the Christian reader must be left 
without a doubt with respect to the nature of 
those good ujorksj against which the language of 
the eleventh article was principally directed. 
Let our Reformers then speak for themselves* 
The Homily in question begins thus : — That 
bH men might rightly judge of good works, it 
hath been declared in the second part of this 
sermon, what kind of good works they be that 
God would have his people to walk in ; namely, 
such as he hath commanded in his Holy Scrip- 
ture, and not such works as men have studied 
out of their own brain, of a blind zeal and devo- 
tion, without the word of God. And by mis- 
taking the nature of goad works, man hath most 
highly displeased God, and hath gone from his 
will and commandments. So that you have 
heard how much the world from the beginning 
till Christ's time was ever ready to fall from the 
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commandmentis of God/ and to seek other means 
to honour and serve him^ after a devotion found 
out of their own heads ; and how they did set up 
their own traditions^ so high as above God's 
commandments; which hath happened also m 
tmr times, (the more it is to be lamented) no less 
than it did among the Jews ; and that by the 
corruption^ or at least by the negligence of them 
that chiefly ought to have preserved the pure 
and heavenly doctrine left by Christ. What , 
man having any judgment or learning, joined 
with a true zeal unto God, doth not see, and 
lament to have entered into Christ's religion such 
false doctrine, superstition, idolatry, hypocrisy, 
and other enormities and abuses, so as by little and 
little, through the sour leaven thereof, the sweet 
bread of God's holy word hath been much hin- 
dered and laid apart ? What sects and religions 
had so many hypocritical and feigned works iii 
their state of religion (as they arrogantly named 
it) that their lamps (as they said) ran always 
over, able to satisfy not only for their own, but 
also for all other their benefactors, brothers and 
sisters of religion, as most ungodly, and craftily 
they had persuaded the multitude of ignorant 
people, keeping in divers places, as it were, marts 
or markets of merits, being full of holy reliques, 
images, shrines, and works of overflowing abun- 
dance ready to be sold." 
The reader has been troubled with the preced- 



ing long extract from the Homilies, for the pur- 
pose of vindicating the character of our Re- 
formers, from the charge inadvertently brought 
against, them by the Archdeacon^ of intending to 
exclude good works of every description from 
the grace of man's justification. For on appeal 
to the Homily pointed out by the Reformers 
themselves, as explanatory of the meaning of the 
article in question, it is proved to demonstration, 
(what a moderate share of discrimination mighty 
it is presumed, be sufficient to determine,) to 
what species of works the attention of our Re- 
formers must have been directed, since they had 
unequivocally declared, that so far from good 
works, in the Evangelical sense of the word, 
being excludedfrom, that they must necessarily 
be included in the character of every justified 
person. For in the Homily referred to, two differ- 
ent sorts of good works (as they are called) are 
clearly put in contrast with each other^ namely, 
those good works that " God would have his 
people to walk in, namely, such as he hath com- 
manded in his Holy Scriptures^ but not such 
works as men have studied out of their own 
brain, of a blind zeal and devotion, without the 
word of God ; through the leaven of which false 
doctrine, the sweet bread of God's holy word 
hath been much hindered and laid apart/' It 
follows then^ according to the true meaning of 
our Reformers, that man is not justified by Faith 
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alone ^^to tie entire exchsim of good works r but 
that the question is, to what sort of works the ex* 
elusion ought to extend. For on appeal to the 
Homily ^ of the Salvation of Mankind/' after 
having, in the first part of it, referred to those 
works of the law, by which, as St. Paul told the 
Galatians, no man could be justified, the Re- 
formers proceed in the second part of this Homily, 
thus to explain their meaning more at large 
upon this critical point: " Nevertheless, (say 
they,) this sentence, that we be justified by &ith 
only, is not so meant of them, that the said jus- 
tifying faith is alone in man, without true repent- 
ance, hope, charity, dread and the fear of God, 
at any time and season. Nor when they say 
that we be justified freely, they mean not that 
we should or ought afterwards to be idle, &c« 
neither mean they that we are so to be justified 
without good works, that we should do no good 
works at all. But this saying, that we be justi- 
fied by faith only, freely, and without works, is 
spoken for to take away clearly all merit of our 
works, as being unable to deserve our Justifica- 
tion at God's hand, and thereby most plainly to 
express the weakness of man and the goodness 
of God, the great infirmity of ourselves, and^the 
might and power of God; the imperfection of our 
own works, and the most abundant grace of our 
Saviour Christ ; and therefore wholly to ascribe 
the merit and deserving of our justification unto 



31 



Christ only, and his most precious blood-shed- 
ding," 

Any attempt to place the intended meaning 
of the eleventh article in a clearer light than it 
has been above placed by our Reformers, might 
be considered to be not less a waste of words^ 
than a trespass on the time of the reader ; since 
the discriminating language, made use of in the 
Homilies referred to, clearly proves, that whilst 
our Reformers unreservedly reprobated the su- 
perstitious works of the Church of Rome, and 
all works of similar pretensions, it was not, never- 
theless, their intent to discourage good works, 
properly so called, but only duly to appreciate 
them, by expressly guarding against their en- 
croaching upon, or in the least derogating from 
the merits and atonement of a crucified Re- 
deemer, as the only meritorious cause of man's 
justification. Had their object been different, 
they must have had their favourite St, Paul 
himself for their opponent : who reminded his 
disciple Timothy, that the Scripture was given 
by inspiration of God, for the express purpose of 
conveying to the Christian professor *^ imtruc- 
tion in righteousness, that the man of God," of 
course the justified person, might hepeffect, 
throughly furnished unto all good works.'' 2 
Tim, iii. 16, 17. 

Whilst it is submitted to consideration, whe- 
ther the circumstance of so much pains being 
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taken by aur Reformers to gua)rd agdinst thdt 
grossly perverted meaning, to which the well 
intended but incautious expression of hy faith 
fmhf has unhappily been made subservient, does 
not justify the conclusion, that such was by no 
means the sense in which the article in question 
was designed to be taken. For thus, in refer- 
ence to the gross abuse of the true saving doc- 
trine oi* faith in the merits of Christ alone, the 
- Reformers deemed it expedient to enter their 
caveat. Although," say they, this doctrine be 
never so true, (as it is most true,) that we be 
justified freely> without all merit of our good 
works, (as St. Paul doth express it,) and freely 
by this living and perfect faith in Christ only, 
(as the ancient Fathers used to speak it,) yet this 
true doctrine must also be truly understood, and 
most plainly declared, lest carnal men should un* 
justly take occasion thereby to live carnally after 
the appetite and will of the world, the flesh and 
the devil. And because no man should err by 
mistaking of this doctrine, I will plainly and 
shortly so declare the right understanding of the 
same, that no man shall justly think that he may 
thereby take any occasion of carnal liberty to 
follow the desires of the flesh, so that thereby 
any kind of sin shall be committed, or any un- 
godly living be the more used." Homily on 
Sahation. 

Butj however willing I may be to give the 
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Archdeacon faH credit for the interest which he 
takes in the honour of the Great Red'eemer> (a' 
zeal which ought to constitute a prominent fea- 
ture in the character of evtery true son of the 
Church,) and even allowing that he may him- 
self truly understand the saving doctrine of the 
cross, still I have no doubt in my mind, that in 
the judgment of our Reformers, he would not 
have been allowed to have plainly declared it J 
Since the unguarded tenor of his language has 
not failed to lead, at different times, to those 
revolting excesses in the moral habits of Chris- 
tian professors^ which they so loudly repro- 
bated; a full specimen of which was exhibited 
by the Puritans, in the seventeenth century; 
when professitig saints, with Bibles in their hands 
aiid treason in their hearts, hesitated not, under 
the sacred garb of religion, to murder their king, 
and turn their country into an aceldama. A' 
specimen of similar depraved morality is still 
exhibited, though, thank God, on a minor scale, 
in every parish, in proportion as self-elected 
saints possess the land, and the Calvinistic doc- 
trine of absolute uncoruUtional salvation is found 
to prevail. — ^^Should it be necessary to prove; 
after what has been already said, that the Arch- 
deacoif has not plainly declared the doctrine of 
our Reformers; it might be sufficient to observe, 
(to take no notice of the incorrectness of the 
expression, that we are ''justified by faith only;'' 
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since, literally speaking, man is not justified but 
by the sole merits of a crucified Saviour ; faith 
being no more than the instrument of applica- 
tion, or the medium of conveyance of the merits 
in question to the party concerned in them,) or, 
because faith is the first principle of that com- 
munion between the believer's soul and the di- 
vine Spirit, on which the whole of the spiritual 
life depends ; I say, it might be sufficient to ob- 
serve, that when the eleventh article says, that 
" we are justified by faith only/' it does not mean 
to say, that all good works are to be thereby 
excluded from being necessary conditions of jus- 
tification, but such works only as are done, 
trusting in our own works and deservings. 
The article does not merely say, that we are 
justified by faith only," but explains the sense in 
which it means to be understood, by saying, in 
theopeningof the article, " that we areaccounted 
righteous before God only for the merit of our 
Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, by faith, and 
not for our works and deservings/' This is 
what the shrewd Lesly would have called the 
" j^g^ilnm causm r for it places the doctrine of 
our Church upon that firm ground, upon which 
it must stand secure so long as the Bible itself 
stands. At the same time, it is a satisfaction to 
find, that it is confirmed by the judgment of 
one of the most discriminating heads which our 
Church has to boast, as the reader will be con- 
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vinced by a perusal of the following extract 
Summam rei paucis complectar ; cum veteres 
Protestantes docueruat, sold ms Jide justijicari^ 
illud non ita iutellexerunt^ quasi per earn fidem 
excludend^ etiam caeterae virtutes, cseteraque 
bona opera ^ tanquam ad justificationem obtinen- 
dam nuUo modo necessaria, aut quasi fides plus 
ageret aUquid in ipso justificationis negotio, 
quam caeterae virtutes; sed propositionem is- 
tam eatennus tantum ut veram recipi voluerunt, 
quantfim vox fidei denotat talera obedientiam, 
quae cum Jiducid in meritis Jem Chrisii, et meri- 
torum mstrorum perfecta abremntiatione con- 
juncta est, quaeque adeo ea opera omnia exelnr- 
(Ut, quae cum fiducia et opinione merit! nostri 
fiunt/' Harmon » ApostoL Diss. 2- With this 
extract from the " Harmmica Apostolica'* be- 
fore us, we cannot help thinking that he must 
have read Bishop Bull's writings very cursorily 
indeedj who has failed to discover in them, that 
the great object the Bishop had before him was 
to place the jnstifiGation of fallen man on the 
true evangeUcal ground ; by shewing that good 
works, proceeding from faith, and joined with 
faith, are a necessary condition required by God, 
to the end, that by the new Covenant, obtained 
and sealed by the blood of Christ, fallen man 
might be justified by his free and unmerited 
grace. At the same time that the Bishop, every 
where throughout the whole of his treatise, un- 
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e4iii vocally renounceth all pretence to any man- 
ner of merit of our own works ; even so far as' 
scarce to acknowledge that person for a Christian 
who should advance^ or defend merits properly 
so called : the whole of man's salvation^ from 
first to last^ being attributed by him solely to 
the meritorious obedience of the blessed Jesus. 
Should then the Archdeacon^ in the preceding 
extract^ be able to discover the least taint of that 
Roman error^ that can justify him in affixing the 
title of Romanist to the truly respected name of 
Bishop EluU^ he must be possessed of much 
stronger optics than I have to boast. 
' Some apology may be due to the reader for , 
detaining him thus long on a subject which is 
capable of being brought within the narrowest 
compass; the primary object with our Re- 
formers confessedly being that of absolutely ex- 
cluding all works of human merit from esta- 
blishing any title to man's justification. This 
point secured, they proceeded to enforce the 
performance of good works under the Covenant 
of Grace, at the same time that they took care 
to appreciate their proper value. — Since the 
chief burden of the Archdeacon's charge against 
Bishop Bull rests upon this ground, it seemed 
necessary that this part of our subject should, 
be clearly and distinctly stated ; that the reader, 
should he be equitably disposed, may see how 
widely the true evangelical doctrine maintained 



by Bishop Bull, differs from that most perni- 
cious error^ (permciosissimm error) as the Bishop 
calls itj of Popish merit. 

Were, however, any thing more required to 
prove that it was the object of our Reformers 
to propagate the doctrine of sound Protestant- 
ism, not less divested of Popish error than of 
Calvlnistic licentiousness ; it may be only ne- 
cessary to observe, that in laying the platform 
for the Church of England, they were less con- 
nected with Luther and Calvin^ than with the 
mild and judicious Melancthon. Consequently, 
that by their expression, we are Justified by faith, 
they meant to say, that repentance and other 
good works are necessary conditions of justifi- 
cation. Since this is positively maintained by 
the Augustan Confession, upon the ground of 
which our Articles were confessedly formed. 
The twentieth article of the Augustan Confession 
runs thus: — Qnanquam enim contritio aliqna, 
seu poenitentia necessaria est, tamen sentiendum 
est donari nobis remissionem peccatorum, et 
fieri nos ex injustis justos, id est, reconciliatos seu 
acceptos, et filios Dei gratis, propter Christum, 
non propter dignitatem contritionis aut aliorum 
operum praecedentium aut sequentium, Sed 
fide hoc beneficium accipiendum est, qud cre- 
dere nos oportet, quod propter Christum nobis 
donentur remissio peccatorum et justificatio." 
Upon uo other principle is the doctrine of good 
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works^ as necessary to man's justification, niainr 
tained by the Church of England ; and greater 
injustice cannot be done to that Church, than to 
keep this saving doctrine out of sight, or in any 
degree to derogate from it. The late learned 
Bishop Horsley, with his known strength of mind 
and usual precision of language, has brought 
this too controversial subject into the following 
short compass. The matter in dispute, (says 
he) is nothing more than this ; in what words a 
proposition, in which all agree, may be best con- 
ceived. That man ' is justified by faith, with- 
out the works of the law,' was the uniform doc- 
trine of the first Reformers. It is a far more 
ancient doctrine; it was the doctrine of the 
whole College of Apostles. It is more ancient 
still ; it was the doctrine of the Prophets. It is 
older than the Prophets : it was the religion ef 
the Patriarchs. And no one who hath the least 
acquaintance with the writings of the first Re- 
formers, will impute to them more than to the 
Patriarchs, the Prophets, the Apostles, the absurd 
opinion, that any man leading an impenitent, 
wicked life, will finally, upon the mere pretence 
of faith, (and faith, connected with an impenitent 
life, must always be a mere pretence,) obtain 
admission into heaven." 

It is indeed a subject for lamentable consider- 
ation, that in a work, in which man's eternal 
interests are essentially concerned, he should be 



so liable to be carried into dangerous extrem 
Yet when we consider the corruption which 
man's nature was doomed to undergo by the FaD, 
with his appetites and passions let loose upon 
him, and an artful Tempter ever at hand to take 
advantage of his weakened condition, we cease 
to be surprised at the appalling events which 
the History of Man, when left to himself pre- 
sents to notice. It was doubtless the intention 
of a beneficent Creator, that his favourite crea- 
ture should be possessed of happiness. With 
this view Adam was placed in Paradise, as pre- 
paratory to a more permanent and perfect state ; 
and to this end, provided with a tree of life, for 
the purpose, it is presumed^ of preserving his 
animal functions from natural decays This cir- 
cumstance did not fail to create envy in that 
malicious Spirit, who had through rebellion fallen 
from God; and suggested to him the fatal expe- 
riment of counterworking God's gracious design. 
To this end a gross fallacy was employed by 
him, which so far prevailed, as to induce our 
first Parents to give credit to the word of the 
Tempter, in preference to that of their Creator. 
But this loving Creator, foreseeing the evil that 
would be wrought, and by which his original 
plan was to be destroyed, had provided for it an 
adequate remedy, by removing his fallen creature 
from under the Covenant in Paradise, by which, 
in consequence of the infirmity of his iaUm 
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nature, he could no longer live, and placing him 
under a new Covenant, according to the mild 
tenor of which, he might, if not wanting to him- 
self, still arrive at an eternal state of happiness. 
By a fallacy, however, equally gross, though of 
a somewhat different kind, the same Arch-De- 
ceiver, who, we are told, is still going ahout 
seeking whom he may devour, is at this time 
contriving to make the second Covenant in 
favour of God's fallen creature equally unavail- 
ahle with the first The first Covenant had heen 
rendered abortive by a wilful breach of its con- 
dition. Whilst with the malevolent view of 
turning man's medicine into the most deadly 
poison, this same Deceiver would feign persuade 
the Christian professor that the gracious Cove- 
nant, under which he has been placed, contains 
in it no conditions to be observed ; and because 
man has been freed from the condition of unsin- 
ning obedience, he has been placed under a Co- 
venant, which teaches him to look for salvation 
only through the merits of a crucified Redeemer; 
that therefore he has been discharged from all 
moral obligations whatever, and left to the direc- 
tion of his own naturally licentious disposition. 
But a man must have been long practised in the 
art of self-deception, before he can bring himself 
to subscribe to a conclusion at such decided 
variance with all sound reasoning and even com- 
mon sense. Nevertheless, under the powerful 
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influence of uncontrouled prejudice and passion^ 
this has not unfrequently been the case; and, 
perhaps, to nothing is such an extreme of error 
30 much to be attributed, as to the unguarded 
language in which the doctrine of grace has 
been, at times, so incautiously promulgated.^ 
Through the perversion of the human intellect, 
\vords not unfrequently grow into things, very 
different from the meaning of the persons, by 
whom, they were originally employed; till at ^ 
length they settle into inveterate prejudice and 
habit, which time and exertion too often prove 
incompetent to remove. What may be the 
Archdeacon's real sentiments upon the divine 
mystery of godliness, which ha^ been revealed in 
the Gospel, I take not upon me absolutely to 
determine ; they may, for aught I know, be per^ 
fectly correct It is far from my wish that 
any different conclusion should be drawn. What 
I am concerned with, is the vnguarded nature 
of his language, which to me appears calcu- 
lated to lead uninformed minds into error; it 
being notorious that from unguarded language 
and equivocal expressions much heresy has de- 
rived its origin. It is submitted to considera- 
tion, therefore, whether the whole counsel of 
God, in the great work of man's redemption, 
ought not to be more generally brought before 
Christian hearers; that as redeemed sinners, they 
may become more intimately acquainted with 
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the ]iat9re af that gracious Covenant, into which 
they have been admitted, together with the eon* 
ditions which have been annexed to it. Now in 
those pulpits which are occupied by what by a 
misnomer are called * Evangelical preachers, the 
congregation are generally put off with a strangely 
mutilated.GoH^et One prominent feature of the 
glorious system is constantly kept in view, whilst 
every other part is too often suffered to pass into 
comparative eclipse. I have heard of a wild 
preacher, the whole of whose Christian system 
appears to consist in instantaneous conversion ; 
who makes the substance of his rhapsodical ef- 
fusions concentrate in the merits and imputed 
^ righteousness of a crucified Saviour, to whom 
his hearers are constantly directed to look, and 
be saved ; (a doctrine, it must be admitted^ of 
essential importance, when properly understood,) 
at the same time that he professes to know no- 
thing of that progressive sanctification, necessary 
to bring the Christian professor into a condition 

* On this head we must be clearly understood. All Minis* 
ters of the Church ought, in the proper sense of the word, to 
be Evangelical preachers, otherwise they have no business in 
the Church. But allusion is here made to those of the Clergy, 
who assume to themselves, or are at least desirous of being 
known by the title of Evangelical ministers, thereby casting, 
at least, an indirect reflection upon those of their brethren, who 
are not supposed to come under that description ; a reflection 
to which no man of a liberal mind will be desirous to give 
countenance. 

15 



to reap the benefit of what a loving Saviour has 
done for hira. Whereas it should at all times be 
rememberedj that the great work of Redemption 
emanated from the counsels of the three great 
Persons in the Godhead* It originated in the 
love of the Father towards a lost world ; it was 
carried on by the love of the Son of God offer- 
ing himself a willing ransom for that world, and 
by becoming the meritorious cause of man's jus- 
tification; and it was perfected by the Holy 
Ghost undertaking the important work of renew^ 
ing the faUeu nature of man, and thereby bring- 
ing it into a condition, consistent with the divine 
attributes, to be admitted into the divine pre- 
sence. For proof of this^ we have the authority 
of our Saviour's own words, when he thus made 
answer to the enquiring Nicodemus. Except 
one be bom of water and of the Spirit, he cannot 
enter into the kingdom of God/' Which was, 
in other words, to say, he cannot, unless this 
work of the Holy Ghost has been performed 
upon him, unless he has been renewed unto ho- 
liness, have any covenanted title to justification. 
The Apostle has concentrated the Evangelical 
system in a manner to leave an indelible impres- 
sion upon every well-disposed considerate mind. 
The Grace of God, (in Christ, says the Apostle,) 
which offereth salvation to all men^ hath ap- 
peared; and the lesson which it teacheth is, 
'* that denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we 
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should live soberly, righteously, and godly in 
this present world and provided this important 
lesson has been duly learnt, we are encouraged 
to look for the blessed hope and glorious appear- 
ing of the great God and our Saviour Jesus 
Christ; the end of whose giving himself for us, 
being, that he might redeem us from all ini- 
quity, and purify unto himself a peculiar people, 
zealous of good works/' To this end, after 
Christ's work for fallen man had been finished 
upon the Cross, his blood having been shed, as 
the stipulated price of man's ransom from the 
captivity of Satan, the Holy Ghost undertook 
his important office of renewing man's fallen 
nature, that he might be meet, or in a fit condi- 
tion, to be made a partaker with the saints in 
glory. Such is the light in which our Reform-- 
ers saw this important subject, when in the Bap- 
tismal Formulary, after the infant had been born 
anew of water and the Spirit in Baptism, the 
congregation are directed to pray that the bap- 
tized person should lead the rest of his life ac- 
cording to that (spiritual) beginning, by daily 
proceeding in all virtue and godliness of living." 

These are the conditions against which the 
appetites and passions of mankind are, more 
or less, in constant rebellion. Nevertheless, 
such are the conditions upon which the New 
Covenant in Baptism, in favour of fallen man„ 
has been made to turn. To. those .who have 



studied in the school of Calvin^ we are well 
aware that the term conditions conveys an €0€n' 
sive sound. For according to his system of di- 
vinity, man^ in his fallen state, is degraded to a 
mere passive machine ; God is to do every thing 
for him, whilst man is expected to do nothing. 
This we do not call so much voluntary humility, 
as voluntary folly- Whereas, to those who see 
the doctrine of salvation by Christ through a 
different medium, the circumstance of God'a 
hringing his fallen creature into a new state of 
trial under a relaxed covenant^ furnishes a most 
striking instance of the unbounded love of God 
towards its professed object ; in that he not 
only provided a sure ground of salvation for 
him in his beloved Son^ but, moreover, fur- 
nished him with the means, under the influence 
of the Holy Spirit, of performing the qtmli- 
fying conditions upon which his salvation under 
the New Covenant has been suspended. To 
persons adopting this system of Divinity, condi- 
tions can constitute no obnoxious term. For 
thus explained, it is to be maintained, indirectly 
at least, by the authority of the Apostle^ where 
he says, ^* Follow peace with all men, and holi- 
ness, without which'* sine qud non^ no man shall 
see the Lord." Heb, xii* 14. Indeed, this doc- 
trine of conditional salvation by the merits of 
a crucified Redeemer is supported by the whole 
tenour of unperverted Scripture, from begin- 
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ning to end. Else it may be asked^ why are we 
directed by one Apostle to work out our salva- 
tion with fear and tremblings in the confidence of 
God's working in us both to will and to do ?" 
Wherefore are we directed by another Apostle^ 
that by " giving all diligen<ie, we add to our faith 
virtue ; and to virtue, knowledge ; and to know 
ledge, temperance ; and to temperance, patience ; 
and to patience, godliness ; and to godliness, hro* 
therly kindness ; and to brotherly kindness, cha« 
rity ? For if these be in you, and abound, they 
make you that you shall not be barren and un- 
fruitfid in the knowledge of our Lord Jesus 
Christ. But he that lacketk these things is blind, 
and cannot see far off, and hath forgotten that he 
was purged firom his old sins. Wherefore the 
rather, brethren, give diligence toMake y<mr eaU* 
ing and election sure ; for if ye do these things ye 
shall never faH.** 2Pet.i. 6— 10. Wherefore, it 
may be asked again, is the process of a future 
judgment continually brought before us in the 
sacred writings ? in which we are told, that "God 
will render to every man according to his deeds ; 
tribulation and anguish to every one that doeth 
evil; and glory, honour, and immortality, to 
every man that worketh good.'* Rom. ii. 6, 7. 9. 
For what purpose are the rewards and punish- 
ments of the other world described by the sacred 
penmen in terms and phrases significant of such 
joys and torments, as are calculated most sensibly 



to affect us in our present state? but by analogical 
representation, to give us some conception, re* 
mote indeed and inadequate, sufficient^ how- 
ever, to excite our hopes and alarm our fears ; 
to quicken our dihgence in the great work of our 
salvation; and to induce us, by a suitable beha- 
viour in this our state of trial, to prepare for that 
awful day, when we shall appear before the tri- 
bunal of the great Judge, to render an account 
of the things done in the body. Why, lastly, 
are we exhorted by the Apostle, on the ground 
of our having received the promises of God in 
Christ, " to cleanse ourselves from all filthiness 
of flesh and spirit, and to perfect holiness in the 
fear of God?" 2 Cor. vii, 1, In a word, the ob- 
ject we have in view is the same, we trust, with 
that which our Reformers had before them; 
namely, to distinguish between those works by 
which God is to be glorified, and those merits 
by which man is to be justified ; thereby to 
guard equally against presumptive confidence, 
and licentious conduct. And we have certainly 
the Apostle's authority for thus glorifying God, 
grounded on the most incontrovertible princi- 
ple. " Ye are bought with a price, (says he) 
therefore glorify God in your body, and in your 
spirit, which are his/* 1 Cor. vi. 20, And 
nothing surely can tend more to the glory of the 
Creator, than for his fallen creature to be brought 
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^ eternal happiness through the preparative 
medium of personal holiness. 

Perhaps a judicious discrimination between 
the absolute and relative sense of words might 
tend to bring our systems of divinity to a nearer 
afiSinity than they now appear to possess. For 
that may be as strictly true in one sense, which 
is as notoriously untrue in another. For in- 
stance, no man living, standing upon his onm 
ground, can be justified in the sight of God; 
whilst the most righteous man breathing, in the 
{>resence of essential purity, must be humbled in 
the dust. " Now mine eye seeth thee, (said 
Job,) I repent in dust and ashes.'* Still for the 
comfort of fallen man, there is a kind of worthi- 
ness in man, which God condescends to acknow-: 
ledge ; a worthiness not of merit, but of qualifica- 
tion. " They shall walk with me in white, (says 
the Spirit,) for they are worthy.'' Rev. iii. 4. 
Thfe whole verse runs thus : " Thou hast a few 
names in Sardis which have not defiled their 
garments ; and they shall walk with me in white ; 
for they are worthy." This worthiness, required 
in all those who shall be partakers of future 
glory, comprehends under it; 1st, a stedfast 
persuasion of the certainty of the future, glory, 
together with a firm reliance on the merits of 
Christ alone,, as our covenanted title to the pos- 
session of it : 2dly, a well weighed and fixed 



resolution to part with every thing most dear to 
us in this world, rather than sacrifice our interest 
in it : Sdly^ a profound and deep sense of our 
oum utter nnworthiness of it. And, lastly, an 
earnest zeal, diligence and perseverance in our 
endeavours to obtain it. Such was the pro- 
fessed doctrine of Bishop BuU, as may be seen 
at large in his excellent sermon on the preced- 
ing text. And if such doctrine, in the judgment 
of the Archdeacon of Ely, subjects the worthy 
Bishop to the obnoxious title of liamunkt^ I 
shdl ever feel proud, under similar circum- 
stances, to bear the same disgraceful tide in 
such excellent company. 

There is but one additional point to which it 
may be necessary at present to draw the reader s 
attention; but that appears to be an impor- 
tant one. In page twenty- six, the Archdea- 
con writes thus, " We are accounted righteous 
before God, only for the merits of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, by faith, and not for our own 
works and deservings/* Thus far the Archdea- 
con is perfectly correct Such is the language 
of our article. But in the following page we 
read thus: " So that we are justified by God's 
free gift, and not of ourselves, nor by our merits, 
but the righteousness of Christ is aceejited to be 
our righteotmiessj' This doctrine of Calvinis- 
tic origin does not appear to have the authority 
of Sacred Writ ; and, on that account, it is inad- 

£ 
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missible by all who take the Bifole^ in its ma- 
chdterated sense^ for their text-book. It ha» 
been the habit of a certain class of .Divines to 
make a kind of commutation between Christ and 
fallen man. This apparently plausible idea^ at 
least to those who adopt a^ peculiar system of 
divinity^ has been founded upon some few mis- 
interpreted and grossly perverted passages of 
Scripture. God (says St. Paul) hath made 
Christ sin for us^ that we might be made the 
righteousness of God in him." 2 Cor. v* 30* 
But Christ was never, strictly speaking, made 
sin for man, but the appointed sin qff£ring 
for him: the translator, in this case, either 
not knowing, or not considering, that the same 
word in the Greek, as in the Hebrew, denotes 
both ^m.and sin qffering. Nor is the righteous- 
ness of Christ mentioned by the Apostle; but 
the righteousness of God in Christ ; by which 
is understood that righteousness under the Evan- 
gelical Covenant which God deigns to accept, 
by ^' accounting fallen sinners righteous before 
him/' for the merits of his incarnate Son : it is 
not, therefore, the righteousness of Christ, but 

the righteousness of God in Christ/' The 
" righteousness of Christ,** and the " righteous- 
ness of God in Christ," are therefore not synonym 
mous /expressions. 

The same Apostle, in reference to his own im- 
proved <;ondition under the Gospel, speaks of 
11 
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himself as not having his own ifighteousnm^ 
which was of the law, BXid in which he consi-* 
dered himself to he blameless ; but he does not 
speak of the righteousness of Christ, in which^ 
on the supposition that he possessed it, he must 
necessarily have been blameless ; but he speaks 
only of the righteousness qf God by faith ; in 
other words, of that evangelical righteousness 
which was acceptable to God through the merits 
of man's Redeemer. Another noted text has often 
been made applicable to this subject, namely, 
that in which the same Apostle says of Christ, 
that of God he is made unto us wisdom and 
righteousness, and sanctification and redemp' 
tion.'* 1 Cor. i. 30. Whereas the true render- 
ing of this passage is, Who hath become unto 
us wisdom from God, and righteousness and 
sanctification and redemption.'* If on the ground 
of this passage, Christ's personal righteousness is 
imputed to man, then by parity of interpretation, 
his wisdom^ his sanctification and redemption must 
also be considered as man's own ; an absurdity 
whidirequires nocomment. Whereas this passage 
from the Apostle simply proves, that the divine 
illumination of our understandings, the justifica* 
tion of our personiS, and redemption of soul and 
body, have been purchased for us through the 
blood of the everlasting Covenant. Whilst man's 
restoration to an acquittal from a state of guilt 
is termed the righteattsness God.** It being 
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positively afiSirmed by the Apostle^ that God hath 
set forth Christ as a propitiation through faith in 
his blood J' Rom. iiL 17. And in Romans v. Q, the 
Apostle afiSraiS/ with equal precision/ that " we 
are justified by his blood'' The personal righte- 
ousness of Christ being what made his blood a 
fuU, perfect, and su£Scient sacrifice for the sins 
of the world. To assert then, that we are justi- 
fied by Christ's righteousness, imputed to us as 
our own, is not only blasphemy, but is moreover 
to assign a cause for our justification different 
from that assigned by St. Paul. It necessarily 
follows then from these premises, that Christ'^ 
righteousness, in the Calmnistic use of the ex- 
pression, ought to be abandoned, as a gross per- 
version of the Apostle's doctrine. 

To trespass no longer upon my reader, I 
confine myself to a short observation on the con- 
clusion of the Archdeacon's Charge. It should 
seem from the language made use of in the 
Charge now before me, as if the Archdeacon 
himself began to think that some unfavourable 
conclusion might be drawn with respect to the 
correctness of his religious opinions. In page 
21, we are told, that " we are justified by faith 
only, to the entire exclusion of woris/' 

In the page now under consideration we read 
thus : " It is a childish cavil, wherewith, in the 
matter of justification, our adversaries do so 
greatly please themselves, exclaiming that we 



read all Christian virtues under our feet, and 
require nothing of Christians but only faith, 
because we teach that faith alone justifieth; 
whereas by this speech we never meant to ex^ 
elude either hope or charity from being always 
joined as inseparable mates in the man that is 
justified" — " or works being added as necessary 
duties required at the hands of every justified 
man/' The Archdeacon may rest assured that 
I feel no pleasure in exclaiming that he treads 
all Christian virtues under foot, for so long as be 
admits Christian virtues to be joined as necessary 
mates to the man that is justified^ and as duties 
necessary to be required at the hands of every 
justified person, we are perfectly agreed: for in 
such case they are made conditions^ independent 
of which no person can be justified. This is 
what I plead for ; our objection on this head 
being confined to that unguarded language, 
which appears calculated to lead uninformed 
Christians into error. And when the fraUty of 
human nature is considered, and the devices of 
Satan taken into the account, it is impossible 
that a subject, in which the eternal interests of 
man are so essentially concerned, can be too 
plainly delivered, or too clearly understood. For 
the exclusive prerogative of Christ, as the only 
meritorious cause of man's salvation, the Arch- 
deacon cannot be more zealous than myself; at 
the same time, it being well known, that from the 
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commencement of the Christian sera, two differ- 
ent kinds of iaith have prevailed in the world; 
one manifesting itself in spiritual pride and pre- 
sumptuous assurance^ which have at all times 
provided a shelter/ more or less^ for hypocrites 
and enthusiasts ; the other manifesting itself in 
Christian humility and personal holiness^ quali- 
ties of a retired and unassuming quality ; it be- 
comes of importance to the best interests of man- 
kind^ that these two kinds of faith should be 
properly distinguished* Let the Christian then 
read his Bible, in the whxjle of it, with an unpre^ 
jucUced mind, and he cannot &il, under divine 
grace, to discover what the character of the 
fiuthful Christian ought to be. To the Bible 
then, as the Protestant's only in&llible standard 
of judgment in religious matters^ I with con- 
fidence appeaL 

It has been above said, and with sincerity, 
that, I trusted, the Archdeacon's ideas upon 
the revealed system of the Gospel were correct. 
It is very far from my wish to &id them other- 
wise. But upon recurring to the Archdeacon's 
interpretation a£Bbiced to the eleventh article, 
where he says, That we are saved by faith 
alone, to the entire exclusion of good works a 
conclusion presses upon my mind, that he does 
not entertain a correct notion of what is to be 
understood by evangelical faith; since he ap- 
pears to regard faith as a particular, and as it 
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were insulated grace; rather than in its more 
general and comprehensive character. St. J ames 
says expressly, that a man is justified by works, 
and not by Jaith only'' It appears then that 
St, James thought that there might be faith of 
that solitary and inoperative kind, as to prove 
unavailing to the salvation of the professing 
party. Whoever reads the Scripture with attenf- 
tion will find the word faith made use of in a 
great variety of senses : at the same time, when 
it refers to the salvation of fallen man, it must 
be understood in that general comprehensive 
sense, which contains under it all those evange- 
lical graces necessary to render the man of God, 
according to the conditions of the Gospel cove^ 
nant, perfect; throughly furnished unto all 
good works/' Now does it not appear some- 
what extraordinary, that those good works 
should seem to be unnecessary in the character 
of the justified person, for the production of 
which he has been expressly created ? — For/' 
says the Apostle (speaking of our condition by 
grace,) " we are his workmanship, created in 
Christ Jesus unto good works, which God hath 
before ordained that we should walk in them." 
Ephes. ii. 10. But if man can be justified by 
faith only, to the entire exclusion of good works, 
then good works must be unnecessary to his jus- 
tification. At least this is the way in which the 
great bulk of mankind will reason on this head ; 
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for they will conclude^ that there can be no ima- 
ginable cause why good works should be necei»* 
sary^ if the work of justification can be effected 
without them. On the contrary^ if good works, 
under the Christian covenant, are necessary to 
man's justification^ which is the obvious con- 
clusion, from the words of the Apostle, where he 
unequivocally says, that Christians are *' created 
in Christ Jesus unto good works in such case, 
fSeuth, excltisive of those works, does not justify. 
Should there be no fallacy in the preceding ar- 
gument, as, it is presumed, there is not, the 
Archdeacon's interpretation of the eleventh ar- 
ticle is not only at variance from the meaning 
of its composers, but decidedly unscriptural ; at 
the same time that it is calculated to lead igno- 
rant Christians into most dangerous mistakes. 

But possibly the Archdeacon may consider 
himself to be misrepresented by the foregoing 
statement ; because he tells his readers, as it has 
been already observed, that he never meant to 
exclude either hope or charity from being al- 
ways joined as inseparable mates in the man 
that is justified." 

We well know, that there have long been in 
the Church an order of Christian professors, 
who are in the habit of representing faith as the 
only thing needftd ; on the principle, that where 
fiEuth is once established, all its corresponding 
effects will necessarily follow. Should this pirinci- 



pie be admitted, it will follow from Lt, that a petsbfi 
might be justified hy Jaith alone ^ without any 
works at all. For as in the regular course of 
things, effects do not precede their cause, it 
might happen, and it is to be feared, too fre- 
quently would happen, that a person said to be 
justified, would be justified by a faith, which, in 
the event, proved totally unproductive of its 
proper effects* But works considered as neces- 
sarily following faith in this sense, is the doc- 
trine of a particular system, but not that of the 
Scriptures. It is not t\i3,t Jides/ormata^ of which 
Bishop Taylor wrote, a faith comprehensive of 
all those evangelical qualities essential to its per- 
fection in the eye of God. The true Christian 
faith is not a faith of the imagination, but a faith 
that deals more in deeds than in words* St. 
James has left us a wise lesson on this subject, 
in his pertinent answer to a supposed SoUfidian ; 
'* Shew me thy faith without thy works, and I 
will shew thee my faith by my works." James 
ii- 18. St James thought, that on this most 
important subject, that was not to be taken 
for granted which remained to be proved. In 
the common affairs of life we do not act in this 
unguarded manner. When we see a crop of good 
fruit hanging upon a tree, we feel no hesitation 
in pronouncing upon its quality. But a tree, 
though grafted upon a good stock, may prove 
unproductive. And in such case we can pro- 
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idleness, and an incurious walking in a state of 
disobedience ; but the mercy of God leadeth us 
to rppentance ; and when he gives us better pro- 
mises, he intends we should pay him a better 
obedience ; when he forgives us what is past, he 
intends we should sin no more ; when he offers 
us his graces, he would have us make use of 
them; when he causes us to distrust ourselves, 
his meaning is we should rely only upon Him; 
when he enables us to do what he commands us, 
he commands us to do all that we can. And, 
therefore, this covenant of faith and mercy is also 
a covenant of holiness ; and the grace that par- 
dons us does also puriiy us; for so.saith the 
Apostle, ^ he that hath this faith in him purifieth 
himself as God is pure/ And when we are so, 
then we are justified indeed. This is the law qf 
faith ; and by works in this sense ^ and producing 
fruits worthy of amendment of life, we are jus- 
tified before God/' 

The consideration that sound morality, toge- 
ther with the good order of society, so essentially 
depend on the correctness of religious principles, 
has induced me to dwell longer on this part of 
my subject than otherwise it might have been 
deemed necessary. But when we reflect what 
an unhappy influence a mistaken system of re- 
ligion has had on the affairs of this country ; 
and on the general character of an otherwise 
sober^'minded people, the preservation of the 
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religion of our Reformers, in its unadulterated 
state, must be deemed a matter of no trifling 
importance. To the advancement of so de- 
sirable an object as the security of that sane- 
Honed connection between faith and works^ 
which constitutes not less the beauty than the 
perfection of the evangelical system^ by guard- 
ing, as far as may be, against those unwarrant- 
able extremes to which the revealed doctrine 
has from time to time been subjected; every true 
son of the church, however unavailing his en- 
deavours may prove, must ever rank it among 
his most gratifying employments in any degree 
to contribute. 



CHAPTER HI. 



An old saying struck across my mind upon first 
reading the unqualified charge brought against 
a celebrated Bishop by the Archdeacon of Ely, 
that he must think himself to be possessed of 
strong bodily powers who ventures to take a 
bull by the horns. Trusting that my reader 
will excuse this low allusion ; I proceed to apply 
it, by observing, that a writer must possess no 
small degree of confidence in his own mental 
powers, who ventures to call in question the 
sound principles of such an established Protest- 
ant writer as Bishop Bull. Now, although in 
moral matters a man may, at different times, act 
very inconsistently with himself, in consequence 
of his being, unhappily, more or less, under the 
influence of appetite, or passion ; still, with re- 
spect to subjects in which the reason of man is 
considered to take the lead, a writer, supposing 
him to be in a sound mind, very seldom, it may 
be presumed, renders himself obnoxious to such 
a disgraceful charge. For instance ; it would be 
considered impossible, according to the common 
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course of reasonable occurrences, that a Bishop, 
who, by much laboured research, had proved, 
to satisfaction, the Divinity of Jesus Christ, 
should, at any subsequent period, become the 
author of the " Improved Version of the New 
Testament the professed object of which wai* 
to demonstrate, that Jesus Christ possessed no 
divinity at all. By parity of reasoning it must 
be deemed equally impossible, that an author^ 
who had committed himself so decidedly against 
the corruptions of the Church of Rome, and 
among the rest, against that of Romish merit, 
(Which might be proved by an induction of par- 
ticulars,) should, at any time, become the advo- 
cate of that same gross and pernicious error, 
in the exposure of which his pen had been so 
often and so successfully employed. On thi& 
supposed ground, however, has the charge of 
the Archdeacon of Ely been brought against 
Bishop Bull ; for on this ground has the Arch- 
deacon ventured to associate the respectable 
name of that Bishop with the disgraceful title 
of Romanist. 

From what the Archdeacon, however^ says^ 
that " he has taken (only) a atrsory view (and 
only) ot some parts of Bishop Bull's first Disser- 
tation,'' it may be concluded, in arrest of judg- 
ment, that such a mode of looking into the ar- 
gumentative disquisitions of such an author as 
Bishop Bull, was not likely to render the Arch- 



64 



V deaeoa a comp^ii%^J«idgr%f ^ thei#«©n- 
4eBts./ Whether such a made of reading, wfell 
suited^ indeed^ to a newspaper or a novels was 
calculated^ in this case, either to do justice to 
i(the writer, or credit to the reader, is a point 
I which the Archdeacon shall be left to determine 
>for himseHl — Nothing appears to manifest more 
isfcrongly the solicitude of the Archdeacon to 
substantiate his charge against the Bishop, as a 
Mamanist, than the circumstance of his remark- 
ing scnne passages being to be found in the 
^Bishop's writings, supposed to be parallel with 
others, of a similar kind, to be met with in the 
^^orks of certain Roman authors. Now, should 
we admit the &ct, (which it is not of import- 
ance, to controvert,) it would prove nothing to 
the establishment of the Archdeacon's point, un- 
less he could prove, that the Bishop had so £Eur 
committed himself in those passages, as to main- 
tain any of those erroneous doctrines, which con- 
stituted the just grounds for. separation between 
the two Churches of Roo^e and England. Such 
a remark, therefore, is like a shower of hail fall- 
ing on a well-tiled building, which, after a little 
temporary rattling, falls harmless to the gtound. 
It would be to trespass on the reader, there- 
fore, to enter into such particulars. *' Valeant 
quantum.'* 

How far this charge of Romanism has been 
made out shall now be left to the judgment of the 



reader; whilst it shall be my business to adduce 
and compare the evidence by which the Arch- 
deacon has attempted to establish it 

In proceeding then to our task we find our- 
selves stumbling at the threshold, I do not 
say that the charge of his having been guilty 
of the imquity qf quotation is literally to be 
brought against the Archdeacon ; but a charge 
of something bordering upon it is, I conceive, 
to be substantiated against him. For thus 
the Archdeacon writes : " The professed ob- 
• ject of Bishop Bull's Treatise, according to 
the title of it, is, in the first place, to ex- 
plain and defend the doctrine of jmtffication 
by works, as laid down by St. James ; and after- 
wards to shew the agreement of that Apostle 
with St. Paul" P- 43. The Archdeacon here 
appears to be taking advantage of the imper- 
fect title prefixed to the Harmonia Aposto- 
Uca thereby leaving an incorrect impression 
upon the minds of his readers. For it was nei- 
ther the object of St. James, nor of Bishop Bull, 
to maintain Justification by works, but to point 
out clearly the light in which works, as con- 
nected with j ustification, were to he seen : 
namely, that faith, without works ^ would not be 
acceptable in God's sight. The Archdeacon had 
only to apply to his Bible to be satisfied on this 
point The Apostle speaks decidedly on this 
subject, where he says, But wilt thou know, O 
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VSLm MM, that faith idtkout woris^ is destd H 
Thereby cleayljr intimating, that be must be ft 
vain man who thinks otherwise. The Apostle 
then proceeds to the establishment of his posi- 
tion by the example of Abraham. Was not 
Abraham, our father, justified by' works, when 
iie had ofi^red Isaac, his i^n» upon the altar t 
Sliest thou bow fktth wrought with bis works, 
and by works was fiiith made perfect ?^ James 
li. 21, £2. Now it ii» to be remembered, that 
Abraham was originally justified by simply 
believing the word of God. '' The Lord (w^ 
read. Gen. xy.) brought him forth abroad, and 
said, Look now towards heaven^ and tell the 
stars^ if thou he able ta number tb^; and he 
said unto him, so shall thy seed be; and he be- 
lieved in the Lord, and he counted it unto him 
for righteousness.'^ It appears then to be as 
dear as the sun at noon-dayv that if Abraham 
bad refused to obey the divine command to leave 
hk native crantry^ and to o£fer up his son^ his 
Isdth would not have hoexh perfect hi the eyea of 
fiod^. and consequently Abraham would not have 
been finally justified by it. But the Archdeacon 
need not to have looked beyond the page which 
contains the title of the treatise in question, to 
have been satisfied with respect to the object 
whicb Bishop Bull had before him in the dis- 
sertation here referred to^ , 
At the bottom of the title-page, an extract 



from the Epistle of Ignatius to the Ephesians h 
placed^ which plainly speaks to the object which 
Bishop Bull had before him ; which^ for the be- 
nefit of the English reader, I thus freely trans- 
late. I conceal nothing from you^ (says the 
exemplary Martyr,) that you might have your 
faith perfect in Christ Jems, and charity, which 
is the begimimg and end of the Christian life; 
For feith is the beginning, but charity is the 
end ; for th^e two things joined together are of 
God," This passage, which occurs in Russel's 
edition in the 14th chapter of the Epistle^ appears 
to be somewhat stronger, for it commences thusw 
" Suffer not yourselves to be wounded by any 
corruption of the Bevil/' &c. hereby intimating^ 
that to separate faith and charity from each 
other^ was an artifice or corruption of the I>eviL 
Now we are expressly told by the Apostle, that 
of the three Christian graces, faith, hope, and 
charity, " that the greatest of these is chwrity f 
and " that charity never faileth/' It appears 
then in reason to follow, that no Christian pro- 
fessor can expect to be justified in the eyes of 
God, who is deficient in that greatest grace by 
which the Christian character is distinguished* 
By this (says Christ) shall all men know that 
ye are my discipks, if ye love one another**' — Let 
ns now consider what the Archdeacon himself 
says relative to this important point. In his 
Charge he writes thus : It is a childish cavil, 

F 2 
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Mrb^rewith* in the matter of ji^^ 
versaries do so greatly please themselyeS|^;?x,7 
claiming^ that we tread all Christian vfrtu^ft 
under feet^ and require nothing of Christian^ huj^ 
only faith, because we teach that faith alone jus* 
tifieth ; whereas by this speech we never meajM; 
to exclude either hope or charity from beif^ 
always joined, as inseparable mates in the maj^ 
that is justified or works being added as ne- 
cessary duties required at the hands of every 
justified man." 

We take the Archdeacon at his word ; and ob- 
serve, that supposing the Archdeacon to admit, 
as he here confessedly does, that hope and cha- 
rity, (which are component parts of good works 
under the Gospel,) are always to be joined as in- 
separahle mates in the justified person, and are 
considered as necessary duties required at the 
hands of every justified person," we are, so far at 
least, in perfect unison with each other. Why 
then, it may be asked, all this war of words? 
when all parties, when properly understood, 
tnean essentially the same thing. For what does 
l^t. James or Bishop Bull say more, than that jus- 
tifying faith must be accompanied with its proper 
fruits, or, in the Archdeacon's words, With " those 
necessary duties required at the hands of every 
justified person." Either then good works are 
necessary to a justified person, lor they are noti 
The Archdeacon says plainly that they are. 
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Wny then does he not say so upon all occasianiii 
without equivocation or mental reservation? 
Surely on a point upon which every one who 
names the name of Christ ought to be plainly 
instructed^ every thing like ambiguity of lan- 
guage ought to be avoided. Instead then of 
saying that good works are " entirely excluded'* 
from justification^ should not the Archdeacon 
rather have given his readers plainly to under- 
stand in wMt sense they were considered to be 
connected with it t 

But this, it must be observed, is not the pre* 
cise point at issue. We therefore pass on. The 
Archdeacon of Ely has brought an unqualified 
charge against Bishop BuU, of his being ^Jloman- 
ist, which implies that he holds the doctrine of 
kumanmeritj as making out, in part at least, man's 
title to justification* The party who brings a 
charge, is, according to the due course of jus- 
tice, the party to prove it- After some short ob- 
servation^ therefore, on the case, we shall be ready 
to proceed to trial- 
It has often occurred to me, that the error on 
this subject has proceeded from the doctrine of 
justification having unfortunately been viewed 
through a Calvinistic medium, But into this 
subject we shall not now enter, because it is not 
properly coram judtce. What we have to esta- 
blish, is the orthodoxy of Bishop Bull's doctrine, 
in contradiction to the charge brought against 
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liim. We considar ourselves cap^bk pf proving 
that th^ doctrine of Bishop BuU wfis the doctrine 
pf St. James and of our Reformers. And it was, 
ai^ we conceiyei simply this, that man derived 
his title to justification solely from the merits 
pf his crucified Redeemer, at the same time that 
lus faith in those merits must be accompanied 
with its correspondent fruits ; in the Archdea- 
ijon's words, with those necessary duties, without 
which it would not be considered perfect ; in 
other words, that Jesus Christ was the ovXy me^ 
ritorum cause of man's justification before Gpd^ 
b^ that good works under the Gospel Covenant 
were ih^ condition, (ov the sine qm non,) with- 
out which man cannot expect tp be justified* 
Whereas the charge brought against the Bishop 
pf his being a Romanist implies that he holds 
the corrupt doctrine of Ronush merit. But the 
difference between the doctrine of justification 
by the sole merits of Jesus Christ through faiths 
and the corrupt doctrine of humm merit, as pro*- 
fessed by the Church of Rome# is too apparent 
to common sensci to justify the detaining pur 
Teader a moment longer upon it. 
< We now proceed to the examination of the 
Archdeacon's proof ; trustipg that we shall obtain 
J,he reader's patience, sinee he must be aware that 
a charge may be brought forward in much fewer 
words than it can be substantially repelled. 
^ The Archdeacon, in pag^ .44« writes t^us ; 
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Tjiose who beijevd in the {ileniiry ip8|Nrati<>ii 
«f the Spripturefif cannot^ fw it piom^ntj doubt 
that the apparently opposite Beptiments of thaB^, 
two Apostles may be r^oonqiled without an/ 
fpirced construction Upon the langua^ of either^) 
Still it. must be admitted^ that one or more oC 
those terms, ^W/^,^tV^> and worM^ has been 
used by the two inspired writers in a somewhat, 
different sense. There is nothing^ in this^ how^ 
eyer^ calculated to create surprize^ if we consid^ir 
how many different combinations of ideas arte, 
or may be, included in these' complex terms^ 
and the consequent diversity of meanings which 
may be attached to each respectively* When#. 
therefore, these two Apostles arrived at such 
seemingly opposite conclusions^ the opci / that 
a man is justified by the works of the law ;* the 
other, f that by works a man is justified, not by 
faith onIy>' it is obvious that they must have 
been arguing from different premises ; that is, 
must have affixed a different sense to one, or 
more of these terms."— This whole passage^ as 
it strikes me, makes more against the Archdea^ 
con than for him. I shall not, however, detain: 
my reader, by proving, at length, the essential 
agreement between the two Apostles io ques^ 
tion, because thiii^ has ahready been repeatedly 
done to satisfaction* My object shall be to 
meet the Archdeacon on his own ground, and 
to measurQ him by his own standard* A¥e per**. 



to ctmtn^ 

c^gt^ eaqh other.: Eaeh^ therefor^ heaving brou^t ; 
f§f(f ar4 the saine^xapaple of Abrsth proofs 
of^^ >their doctiioe^ both Apostles must have^ 
eq^§x;tained simUar sentiments with respect to 
tb^Siature of Abraham's faith. What those seii-^ 
ti^n^ts were St. James has plainly enpressed^)^ 
^jii^r commencing his account of Abraham ^by^ 
a leading question^ where he says, was not 
Alii^ham^ our father^ justified by wwks^r til» 
A^^]^Oi^ proceeds^ in the following verse, to give 
th|e^ >S^se in which fak preceding words were to 
b<^ t^k^j^ by saying, Seest thou, hpw faitk 
i^ptught .with his works, and by works was his- - 
£e^th made perfect It appears then^ from the* 
jil4gment of the Apostle, that had not Abraham's 
j^jj.^accompanied by his works, it would' • 
nc^^^^ been a perfect faith, and consequently^ 
not faith by which he would have been justi-^ 
fi^, ,^ It follows thep, that when the Archdeacon'^' 
says, that ''we are justified by faith only to the 
entire exclusion of works y his language, unless 
properly explained, is not strictly correct. 
Again : we perfectly agree with the Archdeacon,, 
that the terms, faith and works, have been used 
\vL difierent senses and that "many different:: 
coipabioations of i^eas are, or may be> included Jt 



in these complex terms, and consequently diver- 
sity of meanings attached to them respectively**^ 
On the ground of the Archdeacon's concessions 
we ask, why are not evangelical works to be 
considered as included in evangelical faith, (for 
it is of that faith we are speaking) ? But the 
Archdeacon has told ns, that they are to be en^ 
tirely excluded. We leave this apparent incon- 
sistency to be reconciled between the Archdea- 
con and himself; the Archdeacon having, in a 
former page^ told his reader, that " hope and 
charity are always to he joined as insepa- 
rable mates in the justified person, and as ne- 
cessary duties required at the hand of every 
justified person-" Again: that the two Apos- 
tles argued firom different premises may rea- 
dily be admitted; for the two Apostles had 
two very different cases before them. St. Paul's 
object was to wean newly converted Jews 
from their attachment to their own law, as in- 
compatible with the Gospel; on the ground, 
that even Abraham, " ds pertaining to thejlesk,*' 
was not justified by his works, but by his Jaitk 
in the promises of God* St. James, on the other 
hand, was writing to Christian converts who had 
mistaken St. Paul's doctrine of justification by 
faith, with the view of persuading them, that 
evangelical faith was not to be made the passport 
to licentiousness ; whilst the illustration of their 
respective doctrine, by an appeal to the same ex^^ 
ample of faithful Abraham^ proves, that their 



Resign was to lead their respective diseipIeB to 
the same evangeliciU conclusion. In fact> the 
^Archdeacon appears to have dressed up a ftight- 
rful figure for hiniself to fire iLt; but 9S his: shot 
can never wound a true Bible Christian^ he may 
ibe left to spend his ammunition ud libitum. 
^ The Archdfeacon now brings Bishop Bull on 
i^e stage ; for speaking of him in page 44^ he 
writes thus : But the learned author (namely. 
Bishop Bull) is of opinion^ that St. Paurs mean-* 
jtng is to be gathered from an investigation of 
4;hat of SU James. His words are these ; Ac 
j>rim6 quidem ex iis quse jam diximus, iUud fun*- 
^menti loco statui potest, rationi long^ con<-^ 
.venientius ^se> ut Paulum ex Jacobo, qu^ ut 
Jappbum ex Paulo interpremur.'' Apos. Diss. 
.po$t. cap. 4. Partial quotations seldom lead to 
correct judgments. 

, It. is submitted to the Archdeacon's consider* 
ation, whether^ instead of bringing a partial 
quotation from the Bishop's writings before his 
readers, he ought not to have laid the whole 
passage in question before them, that they might 
be qualified to do justice to the Bishop's reasons 
for the plan which he had thought proper to 
adopt. The Bishop thus proceeds " Pr«ter- 
quam enim quod verba Jacobi sunt adeo diserta, 
clara, et perspicua, ut qui de eorum sensu du* 
bitat,. nudum plane in scirpo quserere meritis^ 
sisdo jure dieendus sit, iUud etiam notatu baud 
ii»dignum est, quod veterum multi (eosque inter 



Augustinus) censent Epistolam Jacobin et Jo-* 
hannis primum, et Judse, et earn quae Petri se- 
cunda dicituij scrip tas adversus eos, qui Paulinas 
Epistolas prave interpretantes, fidera docebant 
sine bonis operibus ad salutem sufficere. Cui 
sententi^ fidem faciunt ultima Epistola illius^ 
quae Petro adscribitur, verba^'' (where speaking 
of St. Paul's Epistles, he says, that in them 
are some things hard to be understood^ which 
they who are unlearned and unstable, wrestj as 
they do also other Scriptures, to their own de- 
struction.) " Cert^ enim, si rem proh^ espendes, 
nuUam invenies in Epistolis Paulinis doctrinamj 
quae pravis interpretationibus sit magis exposita, 
vel quiE revera, a primis usque seculis> in banc 
ipsam diem, pejora passa fuerit quam haec ipsa, 
de Justificatione e£ fide sola sine operibus, dis- 
putatio* Idem quoque probabile sit ex eo, quod 
Jacobus ejusdem Abrahami exempio utitur, ut 
probet opera ad justificationem requiri, ex cujus 
exempio Paulus intulerat, justificari hominem 
per fidem sine operibm.^ The Archdeacon pro- 
ceeds with the following section, writing thus : 
" He (the Bishop) thinks that the meaning of the 
former, (namely^ St, James,) is very clear, while 
all the ambiguity and obscurity is to be imputed 
to the latter, (St, Paul) De Jacobo vere plane 
constat^ quicquid aut ambiguitatis aut obscuri- 
tatis sit^ id totum in Paulinis Epistolis quaeren- 
4um." With the plain language of the Bishop 
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afl jiidiciouB writers would hiive acted nndeir 
liftiflaf circan^tarices ; by eiitpldning^mbi^uous 

tKtrt'te; Ky leipfeining^S^ St. JaiiieS, ra^ 

te^fhan thfe littCT byi;W fbnheir. Btrt wlth1;1k# 
ii^ W li^^ng^ Ms Subject moife home <d hk 
purpose^ that of establishing his charge against- 
Bfihcip Bifli; the Arbbdeacoh has subjoined to' 
Ihe above passage the following note. ^* Those 
^ho' arecdhv6rsant with the questions whicb 
ti^ve been agitated between the Romanists and 
the Plrbtestarits from the time of the Reformatio^ 
tb the present day, must be £iware that the for- 
iflSfet' bring forward the difficulties which occur 
81^ the writings of St. Paul, (alleging for this 
iSid ^2 Pet. iil 16.) most frequently for the pur- 
pSie^ot discounting the free and unrestrained' 
^^(1 (if the word of God without note or com.- 
ra^ ; sometimes also in order to get rid of it 
fi^c^ne peculiarly obtioxious to them. Viz. thatf 
6!r5tisififica£ioh by faith alone.'* 
'^'l must confess, I have not penetration suffici-* 
€^t to discover the necessary consequence of the 
Aifchfleacdtfs reasoning, which has led to ' ther 
i^oiiclusion here meant to apply to Bishop BuH J 
P6iy thife life of me I cannot see, what the circum- 
Sifthce of the Romanists alleging the difficulties 
in Stti*dliI'<J Writingfs, fot the purpose of ^is- 



eouraging the unrestrained iise of the word of 
God without note or comment^ sometimes also 
(it may be) to get rid of the doctrine Qijmtifica^ 
Uq7i by faith alone^ can have to do with Bishop 
Bull's applying to the authority of St, James for 
the establishment of a very different purpose ; 
namely, the necessity of faith being mad^ peirfect 
by works. Logicians would call this a Timprj^y 
baiur. 

It is unnecessary to detain the reader by en-* 
tering further into the Archdeacon's note ; it 
may be necessary only to askj what the Bishop's 
interpretation of St. Paul by St- James has to 
do with the corrupt doctrine of Romish merit ! 
How does the Bishop's comparing the language 
of the two Apostles with the view to the esta- 
blishment of their respective meaning, make the 
Bishop chargeable with the corrupt doctrine, 
which the Apostles themselves never heard of J 
With equal justice might the Archdeacon apply 
the title of Romanist on this ground to St* Paul 
and St. James as to Bishop Bull. For the Bishpn 
does not say with the Papist, that the Christian is 
saved by works ; but, with St. James, that he 
will not be saved by faith without them, I con- 
clude therefore without fear of contradiction^ 
that so far as relates to this count j the Archdeacon 
must be nonsuited, the title of Iioma7tist, a^^lied 
to Bishop Bull, on the ground now before the 
reader^ being the grossest misrepresentation.^ 
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^ Proceed xre to page 4s6, where we read thus i 
It is el^pecially deserving of remark^ that in- 
this Homily exclusive deference is paid to the 
authority of St Paul^ and that it contains no less 
than ten citations froni his writings, while not 4 
single verse is quoted from the Episitle SU^ 
James.*' It niight have occurred to theAreh^ ) 
deacon, that the circumstance of tea citations 
from St. Paul heing found in the Homily^ and 
not one firom St. Jamiei^ wa» iu fact of no mo- 
ment, had he considered that the citattons &ont 
Si. Paul bore directly upon the point which the 
Reformers had in view to establish, whilst no 
citatkms from St. James would immediately have 
answered their purpose. For the doctrine which 
om Reformers had to establish in die Homiiy in 
question was simply this, that no huanan wofAi 
of any kind were to encroach upon those all-su& 
fident merits, to which aloiie the justificatioaDi of 
&llen man was to be attributed. The Archdea^ 
con of Ely must therefore see muck further than 
I can, to discover how this circumstance of 
Bishop Bull's appealing to St James instead of St 
Paul is deserving of especial remark ; it str&es nie 
OS the most natural thing in the world, that the 
Bishop ^ould hare recourse to that authority 
which Implied more particularly to the sublet 
which he had immediately before him : and of 
tbk the Archdeacon must have been satis^ed, 
had he not read the Bishop's Harmonia Ap^tc^ 
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Mda too cursorily to weigh the reasons wBich the 
Bishop in the fourth chapter of his latter disser- 
tation has given at lengthy for the method which 
he had thought proper to adopt From these sup- 
posed premises, however, the Archdeacon feels 
himself warranted in drawing the following con- 
clusion. This fact alone/' says the Archdea- 
con, (oamely> that of the Bishop's appealing to 
the authority of St. James^ not to that of St^ 
Paul,) " independent of every other considera- 
tion, would incline every consistent Churchman 
to suspect the soundness of the learned author'a 
scheme'' Hoping to be given credit for the cha- 
racter of a consistent Chm chman, I must still be 
free to declare, that I cannot admit the sound- 
ness of the Archdeacon's conclusion. But from, 
respect to the character of the Archdeacon, I 
must suppose him to have sinned through igno- 
rance in this case, from a want of sufficient ac- 
quaintance with the general tenor of the Bishop's 
writings, otherwise he would never have run the 
risk of disgracing his own character, by a vain 
attempt to disgrace that of the learned Bishop, 
The Archdeacon ought most certainly to have been 
better informed upon this subject, before he had 
thus freely committed himself on the character 
of such a respectable man as Bishop Bull, It 
i^ill therefore be but charity to help the Arch- 
deacon to tliat information, which at present lie 
doe& not appear to possess^ trusting that it may 

16 
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jmve tfce Bieaais of eaaUtiig him ta do j«s<ide ta 
the Bishop's character tm some future occasimi* 
By the learned author^ s scheme,'' it is presumed 
the Archdeacon must mean the scheme of prov- 
ing, bjr his reference to St James, that man is to 
be justified by w&rJcs. But St. James had no such 
object in view ; consequently the Bishop coulci 
have received no support from St. James, hadhia 
scheme been what the Archdeacon so readily givea 
him credit for* The object which St James more 
immediately had in view, as every attentive reader 
of his epistle must know, was to guard against 
the abuse of the evangelical doctrine of justi^ 
fication by faith only,'' by making it the passport 
to licentiousness ; and it is upon this principle 
alone the Apostle speaks of works as necessary to 
the perfection of faith, appealing to the works of 
Abraham as his proof in point. The Bishop had 
precisely the same object in view, as is to be 
presumed firotn his writing in those times of Pu- 
ritanism, when this gross corruption of the evan- 
gelical doctrine too generally prevailed ; and ia 
decidedly to be proved from the Bishop's style 
of writing in references to that unhappy subject. 
For thus the Bishop writes, in his excellent ser- 
mon on Hosea X. 12; a sermon which, it must 
be presumed, has never fallen under the Arch- 
deacon's notice. The Bishop writes : Among 
us Protestants there have been many (too, toa 
many) that have taught for pure, yea, the purest 



Gospel, such doctrines m these, * That the feith 
whereby we are justified, is uQthing else but a 
bare recumbence, or reliance upon Christ, or, 
(which is a worse definition), that it is only a 
firm belief and persuasion that our sins are al- 
ready pardoned, and are already justified, and 
consequently that the justification spoken of in 
Scripture is nothing else but the sense or know- 
ledge of our justification past, decreed from 
eternity : that Christ obeyed the law, and suf- 
fered in our persons, and his righteousness is 
formally ours, and consequently that there is no 
necessity of any righteousness in ourselves in 
order to our salvation. That we are to work not 
for life, but from life, as they phrase it^ and 
consequently that all good works are (after a 
sort,) works of supererogation, to which no 

iMiecessity obligeth us, but only gratitude freely 
inclines us/ The men who taught these sad 

i propositions were called Aniinomiam, whose 

"iiame indeed now is every where odious and de- 
cried, but the doctrines themselves have taken 

t>*iuch deep root in the hearts of the people^ that 
multitudes still perish upon the confidence of 
tthe same principles. Yet (God be thanked) I 

* know of no Protestant Church that openly 
avoucheth any of these doctrines. I am sure our 
Church of England is far from doing so. They 

a* are the errors or heresies rather of certain pri- 

li«vate and unlicensed doctors, who took occasion 



82 



jtio sow the t&tes, not when the watchmen slepl^ 
.but v^hed they were by a tyrannical power si- 
lenced^ and driven from their charges in the 
time of usurpation in the days when Puri- 
tanism reigned in this country. The Bishop 
then proceeds to expose the corrupt doctrines 
of the Church of Rome^ referring particularly 
to the treasury of the rnerits qfsainU, under the 
Pope's lock and key> and the indulgences of 
pardon to the greatest sinners openly set to sale, 
blinder pretence of being zealous for good works; 
that is^ works of their own devising^ at the same 
time that the Papists are most regardless of those 
(Substantial and truly good works which God 
hath, commanded; a circumstance particularly 
^pointed out by our Refordfiers as characteristic 
of the corrupt religion of the Romish Church* 

The Bishop then proceeds thus : But now 
the true Reformed religion (I am sure that of the 
Church of England) teaches men the necessity of 
good works> irultf good ; all the substantial works 
of piety> justice^ and charity. It teacheth men not 
to expect heaven and salvation without these^ 
but yet not to think oi meriting ketwen by themJ' 

Wherefore," continues the Bishop^ in corres- 
pondence with his text> let no man deceive you 
with vain words. Fix and setUe in your minds 
such plain texts of Scripture as these^ ^except ye 
repent ye shall all likewise perish/ 'Follow peace 
with all men, and holiness, U)Uhout which no ma,n 
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Bhall see the Lord.' Heb. xii 14.*' Then follows 
the plain text from Rom. ii. 6^ &c. and then the 
Bishop proceeds to his pertinent conclusion in 
correspondence with his text : " When/' says 
the Bishop^ " we have sown in righteousness^ 
that is^ done righteous works, we must not plead 
€my merit of our otvn in having so done^ but must 
look for the reward from the free grace and 
mercy of God. He that hath sown the seeds of 
righteousness most plentifully, must look for his 
harvest of glory only from the mercy of God. 
He that is richest in good works, must sue &r 
heaven in the quality of a poor wortldess crea- 
ture, that needs infinite mercy to bring htm 
thither; mercy to pardon his sins antecedent to 
his good works ; mercy to forgive the sins and 
defects of his works ; mercy to advice his 
works, (being though supposed n^vear so perfect, 
yet finite ^nd temporary,) to the possibility of 
attaining an infinite> and endless reward. He 
must con£^ with St Paul that ^ eternal life h 
tie gift of God through Jesm Christ,' Rom. vi. 22. 
Consequently, that though his crown foe n crown 
of righteousness, that is, of God* 9 righteousness, 
whereby he is obliged to make good his own 
covenant; y^ that it is a crown of mercy too^ 
because that the covenaait itself was a covenant 
of infinite grace and mi^cy 

If the above language of Bishop Bull does 
not, in iffhe Archdeacon's judgoEnent» speak the 

G 2 



84 



true evangelical doctrine, the Archdeacon and 
the Bishop cannot have read the same Bible. 
Upon the admission then that the above lumi- 
nous extract from the Bishop's writings contains 
sound doctrine, a point which, it is presumed, 
will not be controverted, it proves to demonstra- 
tion, that Bishop BuU was not only no Romanist, 
but on the contrary, a true Bible Christian. And 
if so, it is submitted to the Archdeacon's consi- 
deration, whether he is not bound by candour, 
by honour, and professional consistency, to make 
the amende hmorahle ; by frankly acknowledging 
the charge, which he has inconsiderately brought 
against that respectable Bishop, to be a most un- 
founded, and consequently unwarrantable libel. 

Although, in my judgment, evidence has al- 
rieady been produced abundantly sufficient to 
prove the sound principles of Bishop Bull, in 
strict conformity with the general tenor of the 
Scriptures, and the established doctrine of that 
tchtirch of which he was so distinguished an or- 
nament, I might still be considered as wanting 
to his cause, were I to omit to take notice of 
that excellent sermon, in which it was the 
Bishop's object clearly to point out the nature 
of that worthiness required of those, who are to 
be partakers of future glory. The following is 
the Bishop's text ; And they shall walk with me 
in white, for they are worthy." ''rt«?€ontext runs 
thus : " Thou hast a few names even in Sardis 



which have not defiled their garments ; and 
they shall walk with me in white : for they are 
worthy/' Rev. iii. 4- 

This, it is to be observed, (and it is a circum- 
stance well worthy observation^ it being part of 
the speech of the great Head of the Church to 
the Angel or Bishop of the Church of Sardis ;) 
and it is still more observable, because it proves 
that the Head of the Church pays strict atten- 
tion to the works of her members, " And to the 
angel of the Church of Sardis, write these things, 
saith He, that hath the seven spirits of God, and 
the seven stars. I know thy works, thou hast a 
name, and art dead. Be watchful and strengthen 
the things which remain, that are ready to die, 
for I have not found thy works perfect before 
Godp Remember, therefore, how thou hast re- 
ceived and heard, and hold fast and repent ; if, 
therefore, thou shalt not watch, I will come on 
thee as a thief, and thou shalt not know at w hat 
hour I win come upon thee. Thou hast a few 
names even in Sardis which have not defiled 
their garments ; and they shall walk with me in 
white : for they are worthy. He that overcometh 
(the temptations to which he is exposed in this 
world of trial) shall be clothed in white rai- 
ment ; and I will not blot out his name out of the 
book of life, but I will confess his name before 
my Father, and before his angels," Whilst we 
are given to understand that the raiment of fine 
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linen is the righteousness of the saints. It aippearis 
then that the inhabitants of Sardis had professed 
the name of Christianity; but in the judgment 
of the Head of the Church himself^ their faith 
was dead, because their works were not perfect^ 
and they had defiled their garments : and that 
unless they repented^ Christ would not con- 
fess or acknowledge them before his Father.** i 
would ask the Archdeacon^ is not this precisely 
the doctrine of St. James, where he says, (toti- 
dem verbis) wilt thou know, O vain man, that 
faith without works is dead, and that the reason 
df Abraham's being justified was, that by works 
his faith had been made perfect." James ii. And 
is not this the very doctrine upon the authority 
of this same Apostle> which it was Bishop Bull's 
object to establish ? and that it was for the pre- 
vention of all misconception on this important 
subject, that the Bishop considered that St Paul 
should be interpreted by St. James, and not St. 
James by St. Paul, in consent with many of the 
ancient fathers, (and particularly of St. Augustin 
himself,) who are of opinion that the General 
Epistle of St. James, the First of St. John, and 
the Second of St. Peter, with that of Jude, were 
written against those who> by misinterpreting St. 
Paul's Epistles, had imbibed a fond notion, as if 
&ith without works were sufficient to save them. 
He sheweth whence this obscurity and ambiguity 

of St. Paul might probably arise, which was the 

16 
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occasion that persons not well grounded came 
to mistake and pervert the same. Now all this^ 
and much more, in defence of the mode of in- 
terpretation adopted by the Bishop^ the Arch- 
deacon could not but have known^ had he not 
read the Bishop's dissertations in a cursory man- 
ner, as he acknowledges to have been the case ; 
an acknowledgment which shall be left for the 
Archdeacon himself to appreciate. 

It has been already observed^ that there are 
two senses in which the same language may be 
taken; an absolute and a relative one; and 
should not these senses be distinctly marked 
when they occur^ the Bible may be made one 
of the most contradictory books in the world; 
Whilst it is, in a just discrimination, on proper 
occasions, that the rightly dividing of the word 
of truth doth very materially consist. The 
Archdeacon, it is presumed, will not revolt at 
the term worthy, when he considers that it was 
employed by our Saviour himself ; by which we 
are given to understand, that there is a kind .of 
worthiness of which it is expected that Chris-> 
tians should be possessed ; not, as it has been 
above observed, a worthiness of merit, but of 
condition ; that worthiness which renders them 
meet, or fit to be partakers with the saints in 
light." That worthiness, it is presumed, which 
St Paul had in view when he wrote thus to his 
disciples at Philippi : Not as though I had al*- 
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ready att&ined, ot l^ei*^ already perfect, but I 
follow after, if that I may apprehend that for 
which also I am apprehended of Christ Jesus. 
Brethren, I count not myself to have appre- 
hended, but this one thing I do, forgetting those 
things which are behind, and reaching forth unto 
those things which are before, I press towards 
the mark for the prize of the high calling of 
God in Christ Jesus." Philip, iii. 12, 13, 14. 
This is that warthmess which Bishop Bull, with his 
wonted perspicuity and discrilnination, pointed 
out to notice in 'the discourse under considera- 
tion. In which he writers thus He begins Wiih 
strongly contrasting the iSomiVA doctrine of me-^ 
rit, according to the decree of the Council of 
Trent, with the worthiness under consideration. 
The former he calls an horrid doctrine, not to 
be endured in the Church of Christ. He then 
proceeds to give the following account of the 
worthiness under consideration, that it is only '' a 
worthiness of meetness, fitness^ or due disposi- 
tion to receive the heavenly glory ; and this dis- 
position wrought in us by the grace, and ac- 
cepted through the mercy of the Gospel Cove- 
nant, procured, ratified, and confirmed, by the 
meritorious obedience and sufferings of the Son 
of God, aii,d our . Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ." 
ff The sum is/' (concludes the excellent Bishop,) 
no man shall be accounted worthy of the fa- 
t^elke^yj&xdj^^ but he that steli^stly: be- 



lieving itj thinks no labour too much to obtain 
it ; he, whose greatest care it is, how he may 
save his precious and immortal soul, and ac- 
cordingly makes religion his main business. He, 
who watches and prays daily, and, in a word, who 
lives a life fruitful of good works : works of piety 
towards God, and (according to his ability) of 
charity towards men. This man, and he only, 
though indeed unworthy in himself^ yet through 
the rich mercy of God, and the merits of Christy 
shall be accounted worthy of the blessed immor- 
tality, to live with the holy angeb, yea, with 
God himself, in the beatific vision, and fruition 
of Him for ever and ever/' 

It is much to be wished, that Mr, Nelson's life 
of Bishop Bull had fallen in the Archdeacon's way ; 
because therein he would have found a most ex- 
cellent and perspicuous exposition of the plan of 
the Bishop's dissertations* By which, it is pre- 
sumed, he must have been satisfied that the Bi- 
shop was not less tenacious of the exclusive 
prerogative of Jesus Christ, as the sole merito^ 
rious cause of man's salvation, than himself; and 
that the principal object the Bishop had in view 
was to guard against that abuse, to which, through 
the corruption of man's fallen nature, and the 
artifice of the grand deceiver, it had, at different 
times, been made subservient. With this view, 
it was the Bishop s design to prove that good 
works, proceeding from a right principle, and 
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in conjunction with Mth, are a necessary condi* 
tion required by God ; to the end, that by the 
new and evangelical covenant, obtained and 
sealed by the blood of Christ, the Mediator, we 
may be justified according to his free and un- 
merited grace. At the same time iti>i]s to be 
well observed, that the Bishop every where stu- 
diously renounces all pretence to any kind of 
merit of good works ; even so far as scarce to 
acknowledge that person for a Christian who 
should advance or defend merit properly so 
called ; whilst nothing can be more plain, than that 
in the whole affair of man's salvation, and pro- 
cess of divine justification, the Bishop attributeth 
all to the meritorious obedience of the holy Je- 
sus, as the blessed author and finisher of it. Of 
this meritorious obedience of Christ unto death, 
for us men, and for our salvation, the Bishop 
plainly and roundly says, that this alone hath 
given satisfaction to the divine justice ; that this 
ahne rendereth the most holy and righteous 
God propitious to fallen sinners; and that this 
ahne U the e£Gicacious cause of God's promising 
and offering pardon and eternal life upon so 
very reasonable and equitable a condition as the 
iGospel sets forth. At the same time, in justice 
jt ii^ to be observed, that few writers more se- 
;¥«rejy condemn the Pelagian Heresy for dero- 
JBSktipg irom .the grace of God, and ascribing 
JtftO 0wh to the power of man in his Men 
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state, than Bishop Bull. Whilst no writer moref 
frequently celebrates the divine grace so per« 
fectly according to the mind of St. Paul^ and 
the doctrine of the Church of England, in con-* 
formity with her articles and homilies, than this 
same Bishop Bull. Oan any thing more be in 
reason required ? Yes, says the Archdeacon of 
Ely, I must have nothing short of free, absolute^ 
and unconditional salvation, from first to last ; and 
works must not in any way be mentioned* As 
a divine^ not professing this tdtra creed, I would 
beg leave only to ask one question. Does an act 
of sovereign grace become less an act of grace, 
by its being accompanied with conditions ior 
tended solely to minister to the advantage of 
the parties, for whose benefit the act in ques- 
tion was originally designed ? Or, if it may be 
permitted to add a corollary to the above posi- 
tion, I should say, does not the exaction of 
conditions necessary to qualify man for the sal-^ 
vation which had been purchased for him by the 
blood of Christ, evince, exabundanti, the earnest 
solicitude of the merciful Creator for the final 
happiness of his fallen creature ? Viewing the 
subject in this light, there cannot, it may be 
hoped^ be any material difference of opinion be- 
tween us. Whilst, with respect to the dispute 
which has unfortunately arisen relative to the 
comparative interpretation of the two (sup-^ 
posed) discordant Apostles, a faithful K^pmpari- 
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son of Scripture^ accompanied with a moderate 
sliare of common sense^ will be sufficient to 
settle it. The proposition of St. James is^ 

that by works a man is justified^ not by faith 
only!* The proposition of the other Apostle is, 
that '' a man is justified by faith without the 
deeds ff the law^ Now, upon the principle 
admitted by the Archdeacon, that both Apostles 
wrote under the same divine inspiration, it is 
impossible that there could be any real contifar 
diction between them ; and consequently that 
there must be a meaning in which both will be 
found essentially to agree. Such must be the 
language of plain sense upon this subject ; and 
there could have been no difficulty concerning 
the meaning of these two Apostles respectively, 
had the state of the controversy in their days 
been duly attended to, and their professed in- 
terpreters had not come with modern opinions 
and prejudices to read their Epistles; and 
thereby to establish the truth, not by the letter 
of the truth itself, but by their own rooted pre- 
possessions concerning it. 

But the Archdeacon returns to the charge, 
tvith nothing, as I conceive, but powder in his 
barrel. The reader will judge : — the Archdeacon 
writes thus, p. 46. " In the second chapter of 
the first dissertation. Bishop Bull endeavours 
to establish the conclusion which he deduces 
from St. James, by arguments drawn from Scrip- 



ture. With tliis view he cites many passages; 
chiefly from the New Testament, inculcating the 
love of God and man, and enforcing the neces- 
sity of repentance and universal holiness. But^ 
may it not be asked, in what way does any one 
of these passages go to prove the doctrine of 
justification by works T I answer, by saying, 
that the passages in question could not have 
been brought forward with any such view ; be- 
cause such was not the doctrine which the 
Bishop meant to establish. The Archdeacon 
proceeds : " Can any man be found, who fulfils 
the precepts which they contain perfectly with- 
out any defect ; constantly without any inter- 
mission ? If there be not, how is it possible for 
justification to be obtained by works T* I have 
ventured to say, that the Archdeacon returns to 
the charge with only powder in his barrel — in 
other words, that what the Archdeacon thinks 
proper to say in the preceding extract, expressly 
calculated to lead his readers to a conclusion 
unfavourable to the Bishop, namely, that the 
Bishop thought it " possible for justification to 
be obtained by works;" is vox eipr^terea nihiL 
We have been called upon to determine the 
justness of the charge brought against Bishop 
Bull of his being a Romanist. A Romanist, 
strictly speaking, attaches such a degree of 
merit to human works, as is considered in it- 
self to be, in a degree at least, available to the 
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salvation of the party who pleads them. It is 
submitted to consideration, whether^p in all ju- 
dicial proceedings^ a regular making out of a 
pharge ought not to precede the adduction of 
proof to establish it ? Now in what way has 
the charge of Bishop Bull's being a JRomanht 
been made out against him in ihe passage undeif 
eonsideration ? By the following question : 
''Can any man be founds who fulfils the precepts 
which the law of God contains perfectly and 
without defect; constantly and without inter- 
mission i If there be not, how is it possible for 
justification to be obtained by works?" The 
court is indirectly given to understand, that 
such is the doctrine of Bishop Bull. Otherwise 
the above passage, so &r as the Bishop is a^ 
fected by it, is^'nUctd rem" or, as it has been 
already expressed, vox tt frceterea rdkil. " In- 
deed did we think that the preceding passage^ 
apparently brought forward to illustrate the 
Sishop's doqtrine, did in the least bear upon the 
Bishop, a multitude of passages might be pro- 
duced to countemct such a calumny; not tp 
trespass upon the reader, we shall faring for- 
ward one only, where the Bishop writes thus : 
" We can never, in God's gracious account, be 
worthy of the future happintess, that is, fit to re- 
ceive it from God's infinite mercy in Christ, if 
we think ourselves worthy of it, that is, in the 
least to merit or deserve it. No, on the contrary. 
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the best of us, after all our best endeavours, 
must sue for heaven in the quality of poor, 
worthless, and sinful creatures ; we must de- 
base ourselves to the lowest degree, and exalt 
and magnify the riches of God's grace and mercy 
m Christ Jesus> who hath called us to the par- 
ticipation of so excellent a glory, and admits us 
to it upon so equitable, so easy a condition^ as 
faith tvorking hy love J' This language, it might 
be supposed, would satisfy the Archdeacon him- 
self. We appear then at length to be arrived 
at some point ; the Archdeacon having brought 
something tangible before us. It shall be our 
business to try what it is made of. 

It may be concluded, that by asking the pre- 
ceding question, with the Bishop immediately in 
his eye, how is it possible for justification to 
be obtained by works 2" that the charge against 
the Bishop was meant to be tried upon this 
ground. Admitting such to be the case, two 
points appear necessary to be substantiated be- 
fore the charge in question can be brought to 
bear upon the Bishop at alL In the first place, 
the works for which the Bishop is made respon- 
sible, must be considered exclusively in tiiem- 
selves as entitled to justification. Nor is this 
all; they must, moreover, be works of Papal 
merit to justify the title oiRomam^t being affixed 
to the Bishop s name. Now it is not possible 
that the works which the Bishop had in view 
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could be. ^l^er,,pe,. mS^W^^Mmim 

those. MroTJ$;^ol^ai^^ A9Qf#r 
sary to the p^fectioaxjC liod 
as Bishop Bull sppported lus^pWA^prii^plea^ii) a 
greii^ measi|xe by St, Jmes,^,ia{i^Jtie^ 
that th^ix seiitimeiit§ wer^^, ji^.^^lisou^upp9,44le 
subject they respeptivelyeluid before ih^m,,^,§liQ 
far Xhen as the Archdeacon's cbarg^ apgfavfV tP. 
be substantiat e d an this ground, it cei^ini^^bf? 
not a single Jeg to stand upoiu . The Ar^lujl^c^ 
refers bis reader to the second , chapter ^J^l^^ 
first dissertation.. > We foUow Jtiim.tl^^e,;i>b]if^ 
find nothing ijx that chapter wjiicb tends 49 
prove the point ^hich the: Archdeacon is sp de- 
sirous of roakmg put against the Bishop^ but 
discover only an earnest solicitude^ by an>ppe^ 
to different par|ts pf tbye Sacred WritipgSi»&^.|^ 
sec]|^i^y of tfaA^tt doctrine which he,wafiJmearn|^ 

Hgbiepnfines^, ..whenever they cpq}d.^ 1^ pjpjj- 
fortn^d for tjie glory of God, ^^er^ nec^i^^^jr^^p 
the. perfection of Christaiii faith : and .1^ ^e 
the best Mend to his . fellow-mprtaV ^^hp^^l^^^ 
prove the means of conducting hini^^ titt^^jcppr 
pletion of the Christian scheme, by bringing bi^ 
into a fit condition, through the ,^rene^^ of: 
fallen nature, to be a partaker with th^.fj^mtf,^9 
glory ; not by works of rightepuaness whifi^h ije 
has done, but by the wa£^pg of regenpf^tlR|> 



and renewing of the Holy Ghost, which, if not 
wanting to himself, will be shed on him abun- 
dantly through Jesus Christ our Saviour*" I 
shall not detain my reader by bringing into dis- 
tinct notice the particulars contained in the 
chapter immediately referred to by the Arch- 
deacon, as they consist only of those detailed 
proofs, drawn from different parts of the Sacred 
Writings, necessary to confirm the doctrine^ 
which it was a principal object with the Bishop 
to maintain; namely, that he who had been 
taught by the Christian dispensation to look 
to the merits of a crucified Saviour for salva-* 
tion, might not be disappointed of his hope, 
through the unsanctified nature of his own per- 
sonal condition ; which important doctrine the 
Bishop's judicious annotator thus briefly con^ 
centrates at the conclusion of this same chap- 
ter ■ " Clard innuens, merito Christi justificari, 
non nisi qui spiritu Christi prius mncti reddun^ 
tur. Nec obscure hmc innuit Apost. ad Titum, 
cap, iii, 6, 7, de Spiritu Sancto scribens ; * quern 
eifudit (Deus) in nos abunde, per Jesu Christum 
Servatorem nostrum, ut, justificati gratia ipsius, 
hseredes fiamus secundum spem vitae seternfle,' 
Quasi hand justificemur, nisi Spiritu Sancto 
prius in nos effuso r&novati'* Upon this impor- 
tant point, that " without holiness no man shall 
see the Lord/' the plan of salvation under the 
Gospel covenant has been made to turn : the only 

H 
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^lan ivhich appears calculated to bring ultimats 
glory to God, by the effectual recorery of his 
&llen creature, who thereby becomes renewed 
again unto holiness after the image of his gra^ 
eious Creator. 

After this view of the Gospel plan of salva-* 
tioUi as laid down by Bishop Bull, in conformity 
with the general tenor of the sacred writings, it 
yrovld be to trespass upon the reader, were I to 
enter into all those differences of opinion,, occa^ 
sioned principally by the different acceptation 
of words by parties viewing the same subject 
through different mediums. In all such casea I 
know no better remedy than that prescribed by 
the Apostle, as much as lieth in us, to live peacer 
ably "with all men/' and to bear with all men# as 
far as may be^ without sacrificing the e^^entml^ 
of that religion, which, as Ministers of Ch:riit» 
we are pledged to maintain. Biishop Bull wa9 
certainly no Calvini^t ; to any other system but 
that revealed in the Bible, he professed not to 
* pay attention. His works therefore could not 
be over palatable tp those, who had be^n in the 
habit of drawing their knowledge on spiritual 
subjects from less pure sources. With the most 
profound reverence for mystery in religion^ 
where it had real existence, the Bi^op stUl 
had no respect for it in parts, in which it 
was not intended to be found ; and io 
in which it was oftener employed as a eWk? 
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fdr deceit^Mtban for any other more salutary 
purpose ; but considering tbe Bible as a divine 
revelation for the use of mankind at large, he 
Judged that the sense most obvious to the plains 
est understanding, was that in which its lan- 
guage was generally intended to be received. 
His object was to simplify the study of Christi-' 
anity as far as he could, by giving, plain and de-* 
finite meanings to words; freeing the important 
subject of religion from those sophistical ambi- 
guities, in which it had long been involved, and 
thereby putting an end, so far as might be, to 
those logomachies, (in consequence of words 
being multiplied without distinct meanings an* 
nexed to them) by which the theology of the 
Bishop's days had been so much disgraced. A 
man thus circumstanced could scarcely be exr 
pected to meet the wishes of those who formed 
their religious opinions by a different standard 
from that of the Bible, from a regard to par* 
ticular systems, which in the Bishop's judg- 
ment the Bible no where acknowledged. Bear- 
ing this consideration in mind, we do not feel 
in the least surprised at the manner in which 
the Archdeacon introduces the Bishop to the 
3otice of his reader in the following not over de- 
t^orous language: " When the eleventh article 
expressly afiirms that we are justified by faith 
4Hily, and the Homily declares from St. Paul that 
nothing is wanting in man's behalf, towards his 
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Justification, but only a true and lively ftiith, 
that individual must be an intrepid controveT'^ 
^igUst^ who would persist in maintainipg, in op- 
position to both these authorities, th^t mail fs 
j^i^tified by works alone, or by &ith andworkai^ 
ponjunctioQ. Bishop Bull, however, is not at al} 
jjptewed by a difficulty of this kind, for he asserts 
^at where St Paul ascribes justification and sal- 
vation d:o£uth alone, although he mentions faith 
alone, he means all those things besides, wj(uch 
usually follow." — Thus writes the Archdeacojx of 
Ely.— tNow as the Bishop, in the Archdeajcou's 
estimation, appears to have been guilty of a high 
crime and misdemeanour, even so great as to 
draw down upon him the appellation of an intrfiT 
pid controversialist, hecsLUse he asserts that^itV 
though the Apostle mentions faith alone^ he 
means those things besides which are to follow ; 
I beg leave briefly to ask, in what sense a tr^e 
and lively faith, (for that is the term made u^e 
of in the Homily,) is otherwise to be undeitstood^ 
than by. including imder it the several qualities 
by which its chp^racter is to be known anddistiur 
guished as such? It might appear to be ta^iqg 
an unfair advantage of a person professing^ to 
•have only cursorily read the Bishop'^ writi^ig?, 
to try liim by the letter of them; but aa.tlji^ 
Archdeacon puts himself on that ground, we 
have no possible objection to meet, him; an4 
here ise. find, what will be fq^n^ on qoyo^t 



sions, that much of what is right and wrong in 
the world depends in a great measure on the 
medhim through which things are made to pass. 
The Archdeacon must of course have considered 
himself to be perfectly acquainted with the firm- 
ness of his ground, before he ventured to advance 
with such confidence upon it- We have abeady 
met the Archdeacon upon one of his charges, which 
we considered to be what a humourous French- 
man would call a charge brought en badiriage, 
rather than with any view to seriom proof. For 
to suppose that Bishop Bull, after his various 
expositions of the Scripture doctrine, together 
with his decided protestations against the erro- 
neous doctrines of the Church of Rome, should 
himself be, in any proper sense of the word, a 
Romanist, is to suppose the karned Bishop to be 
a man not less defective in principle, than in 
common sense. But it should seem as if the 
Archdeacon acknowledged but one alternative 
in this case. His Christian professor must be 
either a downright Solifidian, or an absolute Ro- 
manist; since no mention of works, as in any 
way connected with justification under the Gos^ 
pel covenant, is admitted by him, without sub- 
jecting the party who ventures to introduce that 
subject, in however guarded a way, to the oppro- 
brious title of Romanist. Now I take leave to 
call this ultra Rotmnhnu For upon this prin- 
ciple, had St. James himself lived in these days, 
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Bishop Bull would doubtless have been honoured 
!with him for his associate. But the charge now 
brought against the Bishop appears to be of a 
far more serious nature, since it admits of no 
compromise, and must be either formally proved^ 
or as formally withdrawn; and we trUst this 
will be done with as little dishonour to the ac* 
cusing party as may be. The learned Bishop is 
brought into court then under the character of 
an intrepid controversialist; whilst his intrepidity 
is made to consist in his maintaining, in oppo- 
sition to the eleventh article and the Homily on 
Salvation, that man is justified by worhs (done^ 
or by faith and works in conjunction ; *^ for he 
asserts, (as his accuser proceeds,) that where St* 
Paul ascribes justification and salvation to faith 
alone, although he mentions faith alone, he 
means all those things besides, which are to fol«* 
low." On the supposition that Bishop Bull has 
said this, we ask, what has he said more than the 
Archdeacon himself has said, when, with the de- 
sire of exculpating himself from the accusation 
of treading Christian virtues under feet, he 
writes thus : " Let it not be said that we require 
nothing of Christians but mbf faith, because we 
teaeh that faith alone justifieth ; whereas by this 
speech we never meant to exclude either hope 
or charity from being alumys joined, as indispen^ 
sable mates in the man that is justified w 
works being added as necessary duties required 



at the hands of every justified person T But we 
ask agmn, in what part of his writings has the 
Bishop said this ? As the humble advocate of 
the Bishop, we demand a proof. But being sa- 
tisfied that the Archdeacon will be at a loss to 
find one, we will inform him where a proof of the 
most unequivocal kind to the contrary purpose 
is to be found ; and being morally certain that 
the Bishop could not contradict himself, we 
shall leave the passage in question for the 
Archdeacon to digest at his leisure, when he 
may have occasion to review the bold charge 
which he has thought proper to bring forward. 
The paasage referred to is to be met with in 
what is styled the Epihgus, or concluding chap- 
ter of the last dissertation, in which the ground 
generally taken by the learned Bishop is marked 
out J and his arguments as it were brought into 
a focus, and briefly summed up; here, there- 
fore, we might expect to find the mind of the 
Bishop on the several parts of his subject clearly 
developed ; — a writer's last words upon any sub- 
ject being those, upon which, as most deli- 
berately considered, most dependance is to be 
placed. Speaking of the eleventh article, the 
Bishop writes thus* To guard her sons more 
particularly against the error of good works in 
the matter of justification, our sacred Mother, 
the Church of England^ provided this article," 
The Bishop then proceeds to recite the article 



words," says the Bishop, are clear, tin^oount 
^ f.l[i§ m^t pf^ pi)^ .l4Pi3d» but not oA^^KKmtpt of 
pj^, QjHCn ^Q^ks tafj4j4^3caf¥i3ag9» * It added, 
ij^^f^e^^ljp^^^im feithfOp iconficl)ftncei 

p^rita of J^sus Christis^ria t^ie^fst plM^ 
Pgc^^ftfy to tite justificfttiou of men. Joined wilfe 
^^^p^|fect reni^pciation of our own merite ;.4id[f 
^^th9^t,t;}iis dj^@ l^umiUatioQ of mind>^ll^ einmot 
c^^py .^qp|Uj^]li b§: pos3iW^^ thataftus wmk^M 

pe9^^,cftul4,sp please 9^ to ayBflaW«^ 
s^^t^on^^ TI|e ^chA?acpn tken^ m the/§i^h 
T^^^S^ ,tWs liimi^ hsis not| 

v^or^^, ^ptqUy. ^escaped him, must Imvet . tboue^ 
Wi^V^hM ^r?PP*^ ^ desperate . jcsauai^ tor 
^^n^^f\.t^, '^ v^ perfectd ah'^n 

T^i^ticUiqne/' ^ into a ^wiw'^ i^e/ig* justifie(^ t ijf 

It, jpju^^,i^Qt Jbe oniiitted what tlie^ ^ishopihad b^ 
fpre ^^d in this same chapter upon same 
t^ybj^qt;^ " In the first place," says the, £isbop^. 
^^^t^Q.^^jmst jpef7iww ^ror ^ the Papists is0i\)mtt 
t|if ^erit apd dignity of good works, as j^pUl^le^ 
tQ ay b^eayenly , rewar^, is so horrible a m% w^wtf 
to,^|e I^^ajrd or t|jouglit of; certain it . is^tb^ 
>vi^^y€iir ^j^crib^, ,f uch inis^^ to works^ >scar^Iy 
df^^^y^ tt^e iia^ of ^ **. .r >»P 

J j'jri^ re^ad^er shajl jipw b^ kft t()^.p]i^.th0 ^ijjebr? 



deScon*s rniquaiified charge before him, and judge 
for himself* / 

I proceed : The Archdeacon says, that works 
as necessary duties are required in every justified 
person^ he will not therefore be justified without 
them. The Bishop says, that under the expres- 
sion, fmth alone^ were meant to be included all 
those things besidcj which are to follow, as ne- 
cessary to render that faith perfect^ or in any 
degree available to the salvation of the party, 
We must acknowledge ourselves to be unpos- 
sessed of a sufficient degree of discrimination, to 
discover a difference between the two cases. 
But such will be, more or less, the inconsistency 
of any man's language, who acts under the direc- 
tion of two different principles. What in a Cal- 
vinistic hour he zealously builds up, in an hour 
of more sober and better informed judgment, he 
seldom fails to pull down. And thus, I fear, it 
will continue to be, till he assumes resolution to 
break the charm by which he at present appears 
to be bound. But to get rid of all unnecessary 
quibbling upon the language of pur article, it 
may be said, and truly said, that man, strictly 
speaking, is justified neither by faith alone, nor by 
works, and by the one just as much as the othen 
But as the article in question expressly says, 
" he is accounted righteous before God, only for 
the merit of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, 
by faith/' or rather fhrotigh faith, per. Faith 



10« 



and works ar& but means cotidiloiye to a eertaidi 
end; and though as fruits of divine graee; 
and as such powerful in the sight of God^ still 
they do not justify in themsekiee. But being 
acts of the renewing Spirit on the soul of fallen 
man^they bring him by degrees into a fitcon^ 
dition to be finally justified by a gi^cioud God, 
through the merits of his deftrly-belaVed Son. 
Such h the established process of justification 
under the Gospel covenant^ as originally sealed 
to every i^egularly baptized Christian^ at bap^ 
tism^ aiid subsequently confirmed to him on every 
faithful renewal of that covenant at the Lord's> 
Table. 

What remains to be said further on the pre^. 
sent subject^ shall relate more immediately tot. 
the indecorous charge brought i^ainst the re^ 
spectable Bishop as an *^ intrepid contraver^ialiet,** 
by maintaining, in opposition both to the Article 
and Homily^ that man is justified by works alone, 
w hy faith and works in conjunction."* Now we 
ask^ in what part of the Bishop's writings is the 
above obnoxious position to be found? We> 
profess to be unacquainted with it To substan-' 
tiate his unqualified charge, it is incumbent* 
upon the Archdeacon to produce it: and when 
be has produced it, we shall be prepared to meet 
him upon it. The Bishop no wh^e says that a 
^tan is justified exclusively by works. But hia 
l^^tion isip tha4; Aubone und^the Gospel dikp^en*; 
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sation must expect to be justified by a faith that 
is not made perfect by works. And that this is 
the true unadulterated doctrine of Scripture we 
are prepared to maintain- In the mean time we 
state briefly, that the object the Bishop had in 
view was to explain the sense in which the 
words of the eleventh article were meant to be 
taken^ in opposition to those who, taking advan- 
tage of the open language of the Reformers^ 
had abused it to the purposes of licentiousness. 
Had the Reformers foreseen that the unguarded 
language of the eleventh article would have led to 
such unwarrantable abuse, they wonld> it is pro^ 
bable, have guarded against it in a way some-« 
what similar, perhaps, to that which the Bishop 
himself has adopted ; not by proceeding to the 
opposite extreme into which the Archdeacon 
seems desirous of pushing the Bishop, by telling 
Christian disciples that "they were to bejmtijied 
by faith alone ; but that this faith in the merits 
of Christ, by which they might expect to be jus- 
tified, was not to be faith alone exclusive of good 
works r but a faith made perfect by those works, 
which the Archdeacon expressly acknowledges^ 
as ^'necessary duties in every justified person/' * 
To what then does this dispute about words 
made use of in the premises tend, when both 
controversialists agree in the same condlusioujr' 
but to multiply words without knowledge T 
Thus the Archdeacon appears to have shot his. 
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ids btother. He shall bcj at liberty/ W6^P«revW> 
lidthoat fear of advmitage' beMg' taken agaiiti^t 
liim> to take up his arrow agaiii,' add tfetur&'it46 
its qniver. We seek not eM^i^^fSd^s bul^^(^tN 
t(m. Since both parties^ if they woftH preserve 
tire eharaeter of dutiful sons df thte same^ vei^ 
nblewother^' must be agreed in the w^rds '0f 
Aef article under consideration; that we wt^ 
ttdeounted righteous only for the merit of our 
Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ by £8iith/and not 
foTionr own works and deservings. conse- 
gently, no wotfei were intended to be excluded 
1^ the article in question^ but those which bad 
fi^r t^eir object the iTtmr of the partis con-- 
eebied in them. 

V lt nmy now be expected that our thoughts 
4i<Mild be directed for a moment at least to that 
|)a$)3age in the Bishop's writings which has drawn 
tipon him this mdecorous charge from the Arch* 
dididMip*s pm« We have read the passage with 
iMM^A : and « it strikes us; it mtist hate 
IwdB^ through a very perverted meditimy tb^jtn^-i^ 
tify iii the least the conclusion which th^ Mc!!^^ 
d^ac^n has drawn from it. Judgment shall 'bi3 
with th(e reader* The passage in question' coitt^ 
nwnoea) with a critical remark from the ^^I^ktn^d 
(ikrotius; to which the Bishop thns repliefit f 
^^Neque^^nim negamus nos> fidem alicubi At 
Aj^olo d vcharitate ejusque operibua «|M«t^ 



distingui; affirmamus solummodo Pauluni, cum 
fidei solae justificationemac salutem tribuit, licet 
fidem solam nominet, csetera etiam omnia intel* 
ligere, quae fidem sequi solent. Idque ex iis 
ipsis loeis, ubi fidem a charitate distinguit, li- 
quere eredimus. Cum enim ibi fidem a chari- 
tate disjunctam apud Deum nihil quicquam va#-, 
lere affirmet Apostolus, hinc solide colligimus^ 
ipsum^ cum alias fidei fere omnia tribuit^ fidem 
intelligere vera charitate informatam; alioquiu 
enim sibi ipsi contradiceret/* 

Now to every candid reader the above pas- 
sage will not, it is presumed, be thought to bear 
the Archdeacon out in his charge against the 
Bishop. He accuses the Bishop of maintaining, 
in opposition both to the article and homily, 

that man isjustijied by works alom^ or by faith 
and works in conjunction" Now does the Bishop 
say this in the passage under consideration? 
All that I gather from the passage is, that it is 
the abject of the Bishop to give his reader to 
understand that when the Apostle attributes 
justification to faith alone, he means that perfect 
faith, which being accompanied with its corres- 
pondent fruits, is thereby available with God : 
and this the Bishop does on the authority of St* 
Paul himself, where he says, " Neither circum- 
cision availeth any thing, nor uncircumcision, 
hut Jbith wJmh worketh hy love that faith, con- 
sequently, which worketh not by love, availeth 
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noiMng ; and audi im t^ mc^ont to be 
left on the minds of the Bishop's readers; But 
rach an idea is grating to a €alvinistic ear. The 
burden of the Archdeacon's complaiiit against 
the Bishop appeals to turn principally upon4£bis» 
that the Bishop does not quite speak the Arch- 
•deacon's language. The Archdeacon will have 
mlvation hj faith only, to the entire exelmum 
of all good works. Works must not ,be so 
fntt0h as mentioned in any way ; and because 
the Jews were told by the Apostle^ that they 
If ere to be saved by Ohrist^ without the works 
id^f the Xatc^, therefore Christians are to be saved 
by him without the works of the Gospel. And 
4irhefn the Archdeacon shall have succeeded im 
Ittakittg the two cases to be strictly parallel, I 
Will readily become a convert to his divinity. 
Till then/I shall be content to read my Bible in 
its plainest letter ; where it tells me that Chris- 
tians are created in Christ Jesus unto good 
^o'rks ; and that having been bought with a 
l^rice^ we are called upon to glorify God in our 
l>odieSy and in our spirits, which are his and 
that one great object of Christ's giving himself 
for us was, that he might redeem us from all 
iniquity, and purify unto himself a peculiar 
people, zealous of good works," and that at the 
jrevelation of the righteous judgment of God, 
^d will render to every man according to his 
4e0dg withcmt waiting for apy new jsdition 



&f that valuable book, with an imlex emjmrgato^ 
rim from Geneva, 

In fact, this controverted subject of faith and 
works hath tak^n up more time, and wasted 
more paper, than need to have been expended 
upon it, had the ideas of disputants been less 
confused, and their minds more disposed for 
conviction. Since the subject considered simply 
in itself appears capable of being brought within 
the narrowest compass. There are but two 
ways by which man can be justified ; namely, 
either by his own deservings, or by the merits 
of another, in which he may be permitted to 
have an interest Could man have been justi- 
fied by his own deservings, the Gospel covenant 
had been a needless institution. But though 
man, in his present fallen state, must be justified 
by the merits of another, if justified at all, still 
he will not be justified by those merits, unless by 
a renewal unto holiness he has been brought into 
a fit condition to be benefited by them* Thus, 
whUst fallen man can in no sense be justified by 
his own works, still, in a certain sense, he will 
not be justified without them, that is, without 
those works which, under the Gospel cove- 
nant, the grace of God would, had he not 
been wanting to himself, have enabled him 
to perform* The distinction between the me- 
ritorious title to salvation, and the due qua- 
lification for its possession, being, it may be pre- 
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miiiied> too datf, to be iiecesMrUy prated oiiU 
To guard against the dangerous extrraaes of 
preMmptuaw confidence on the one hand, and 
UcentioM conduct on the other^ was the object 
the good Bishop had before him ; with the yiew 
of leaving the Christian disciple in that salvable 
condition, into which it was the benevolent de- 
sign of the grace of God in Christ to bring him* 
Thus all boasting is taken away from mm ; 
while the whole work of his salvation is attri* 
butable to that gracious Being from whom it 
cxriginated, and by whom it is carried on to com- 
pletion ; for of Him^ and to Him, and through 
Him, are all things^ to whom be glory forever.** 



J*i<U-^'fO; v4*p:»f>-^^> • - •■-•■■'v *. ■ . -s ^ 

'fib f/l'fi-- ;5 -"i'' : { '^•/•''.•J >.i..v.^.^j» 

thtQli^> and Lodght^ perliaps, be iiuslkied to tihiiik 
mitbj him, i ih^t suffident has been ahreadjr^ ad^ 
vanced to prove: to demoostratic^^ the hasi^i^ 
if^mAsktio^^ up^n w]Uchrthe£^s8 im^tepresei^ 
tioQ-gof -Jj^ishop BuU'«f profeasjipiial. characfter hast 
been raised ; did not some more particular proof 
to the same effect still remain to be produced; 
and which it would be doing injustice to the 
Bishop were it to be withheld.^ Our only sur- 
prise^ on this occasion^ is^ (if we could be sur- 
prised at any extent to which party system may 
carry even well-intentioned. men>) that a pear- 
son of the Archdeacon's mental acquirements, 
and apparent discrimination of ideas, should not 
be able to see clearly the strong ground upon 
which Bishop Bull, as a Protestant Divine of 
the soundest cast, meant to take his staud; 
ground which, the more it is examined by Scrip- 
ture and reason, the more firm it will be foupd. 
The Bishop's great crime appears, to have been, 
that he could not contemplate the evaijgelical 
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system through a Calvinistic medium ; and there- 
fore he has been held comparatively cheap, in 
the judgment of all Calyinistically disposed. He 
has by some^ indeed^ been considered as a mere 
legal divine^ and as one totally unacquainted with 
the true saving spirit of the Gospel. But much 
as we regard sober Calvinists in themselves, be- 
cause among them^ we are persuaded^ some of 
' the most pious and most conscientious men have 
been to be found ; (for, thank God, we can re-^ 
spectthe men> at the same time that we lament; 
what appears to us to be their error ;) still we 
do not give them credit for pre-etmnenoe in Judg^ 
ment ; much less for that to which they are so i^t 
to consider themselves entitled, a claim to iaial- 
Hbflity. In fact, we consider them, general^ 
peaking, as men hut partially informed ; asinUBt> 
more or less, be the ease with all who confin? t\mv 
mindste one particular system. And wex^anno^ 
help thinkings that if i^e Archdeacon had been a^ 
desirous to findihe Bishop rtg^/, as he apparently 
has been to ftnd him ti;ro9^, it is impossible that 
he could have read through the Bishop'a m^iU 
ings, though ever so cursorily, without fii^UAg 
sui&cient in th^to prove to an honest saiiidi, 
that the Bishop was by no means the unsound 
divine which he has represented him- 46 be; Im 
deed, had the Archdeacon but given himself iM 
trouble to read i;kfouglt,: with attention; itdiai 
the Bishop caHs hi« B^Iagus,^^w g dufc iw tt 
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wmding-up of his important subject, to which 
common curiosity might have directed him, it is 
impossible but that the Archdeacon must have 
considered^ that the picture which he has thought 
proper to give of the Bishop, certainly possesses 
in it more of a caricature, than of a faithful por- 
trait. For surely nothing can be more revolting 
to unprejudiced truth, than that a writer, who 
had employed the powers of his mind, in op- 
posing what he emphatically calls pernieiocis- 
mmm error pontificionimf' that most pernicious 
error of the Papists, respecting human merit as 
constituting the ground of man's justification, 
should be exhibited before the public as a stre- 
nuous advocate for that very cause which he had 
laboured so earnestly to discountenance; not 
indeed by crying down with the enthusiastic So^ 
UJidian good works altogether^ as absolutely in- 
compatible with the doctrine of s^vation by 
grace, but by giving to Christian works their 
proper degree of weight in the Gospel scale, suf- 
ficient for the purpose which they were designed 
to answer; not that degree of weight which 
might lead to any encroachment upon that me- 
ritorious cause to which alone fallen man was 
to look for salvation, but that weight which 
might induce him to adorn the doctrine of his 
Saviour in all things ; and to glorify God both 
in his body and his spirit, on the consideration 
that he had been bought with a price. 

I 2 i:, 
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' It is, indeed, hardly to' be conceived, with 
what a degree of horror good works are con- 
sidered by those enthusiasts, who have not learnt 
their religion in the proper school/ - Good works 
are such abomination to thekn, that they cannot 
bear the sound of them in their ears. I remem- 
ber meeting some years since with a noveUish 
Sort of publication, written, doubtless, with a 
very pious intention, by one of our Puritan lay- 
divines ; in which the reader was ^ confidently 
told, that the most abandoned prbstitute that 
walked the streets,^ was in a much safer condi- 
tion with respect to her future state, than a wo- 
man of the most correct character, because she 
\k2LA no good fTorit^ to build upon. Where this 
spurious divinity was picked up is certainly not 
worth an enquiry ; it is sufficient that no such 
is to be found in the Bible. 

But this glorious plan of redemption,^ the off- 
spring of the divine counsels, for the salvation 
of fallen man, has-be^n,* through- the deception 
of the evil oiie, distorted in two different wayd ; 
by enthusiasm on the one hand, and libertin- 
ism on the other : and thereby,- though -by a 
different extreme, rendered, in a great degireei 
ineffectual to its intended purpose. Deeply 
lamenting that perversion of sound principles 
Which had in his time disgraced, and, in a^ de- 
gree, outraged the cause of genuine Christianity, 

it was the* Bishop's purpose- to- bring this^itoi- 
10 
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portant subject to its proper scriptural hearings 
and to the standard of sound unsophisticated 
reason ; thereby vindicating the glory of God, 
at the same time that he rendered justice to 
man, as a reasonable, and consequently, respon- 
sible being. 

Whilst with respect to the charge brought 
forward in so unqualified a manner^ in which 
the Bishop is accused, in contradiction both to 
Article and Homily, of maintaining the doctrine 
of man's being justified hy works alone^* it can- 
not be supposed that the Archdeacon should 
know that such a pregnant testimony to the 
contrary, as that contained in the following un- 
equivocal passage, remains upon record. For 
the satisfaction of the English reader, I thus 
translate freely from the Bishop's original It 
is diligently to be observed, what testimonies of 
our Church we have heretofore adduced, that 
they have been all taken out of the Homily on 
the Justification or Salvation of Man ; to which 
Homily, with a view to the more full explana- 
tion of the eleventh article, our Church pro- 
fessedly refers us. What room is there then for 
doubt? The implicit inquiry relates to the 
sense of the article. In the article itself we are 
referred to the Homily on the Salvation of Man. 
What does the Church there say ? She again 
and often professes, and in words the most clear 
and explicit^ that in the article in question^ her 
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system through a Calvinistic medium ; and there- 
fore he has heen held comparatively cheap, in 
the judgment of all Calvinistically disposed. He 
has hy some^ indeed, been considered as a mere 
legal divine, and as one totally unacquainted with 
the true saving spirit of the Gospel. But much 
as we regard sober Calvinists in themselves, be- 
cause among them, we are persuaded, some of 
' the most pious and most conscientious men have 
been to be found ; (for, thank God, we can re-^ 
spectthe men> at the same time that we lament^ 
what appears to us to be their error;) still we 
do not give them credit for pre-^etmnenoe in judg*" 
ment ; much less for that to which they are so apt 
to consid^ themselves entitled, a elaim to infal- 
libility. In fact, we consider them, generafiy 
Speaking, as men hut partially informed ; asinUBt> 
more or less, be the^ase with all who confine theiv 
mindsio one particular system. And wex^aanot 
help thinkings that if i^e Archdeacon had been af 
desirous to findihe Bishop right, bb he apparently 
has been to ftnd him wnmg, it is impossible that 
he could have read through the Bishop'a w^it* 
ings, though ever so cursorily, without fii^UAg 
sui&cient in th^tt to prove to an honest miiid^ 
that the Bishop was by no means the unsound 
divine which ht has represmfted him 46 be; Iih 
deed, had the Archdeacon but given himstlfiM 
trouble to read i;kfough,fwith sttentiim; itdiai 
the Bishop caHs hi« ^ :Epilogus,^-w the g dufc iw tt 
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winding-up of his important subject, to which 
common curiosity might have directed him, it in 
impossible but that the Archdeacon mu3t have 
considered> that the picture which he has thought 
proper to give of the Bisbopj certainly possesses 
in it more of a caricature, than of a faithful por- 
trait* For surely nothing can be more revolting 
to unprejudiced truth, than that a writer, who 
had employed the powers of his mind, in op- 
posing what he emphatically calls "pemiciocis- 
simm error ponti^iorum" that most pernicious 
error of the Papists, respecting human merit as 
constituting the ground of man's justification, 
should be exhibited before the public as a stre- 
nuous ad vocate for that very cause which he had 
laboured so earnestly to discountenance; not 
indeed by crying down with the mtfmsiasiic So- 
Indian good works aUogetJier, as absolutely in- 
compatible with the doctrine of aalyation by 
grace, but by giving to Christian works their 
proper degree of weight in the Gospel scale, suf- 
ficient for the purpose which they were designed 
to answer; not that degree of weight which 
might lead to any encroachment upon that me- 
ritorious cause to which alone fallen man was 
to look for salvation^ but that weight which 
might induce him to adorn the doctrine of his 
Saviour in all things ; and to glorify God both 
in his body and his spirit, on the consideration 
that he had been bought with a price. 

I 2 
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' It is, indeed, hardly to' be conceived, with 
what a degree of horror good works are con- 
sidered by those enthusiasts, who have not learnt 
their religion in the proper school. • Good works 
are such abomination to theta, that they cannot 
bear the sound of them in their ears. I remem- 
ber meeting some years since with a noveUish 
Sort of publication, written, doubtless, with a 
very pious intention, by one of our Puritan lay- 
divines ; in which the reader was ^ confidently 
told, that the most abandoned prostitute that 
walked the streets,^ was in a much safer condi- 
tion with respect to her future state, than a wo- 
man of the most correct character, because she 
hzA no good tror^rf to build upon. Where this 
spurious divinity was picked up is certainly not 
worth an enquiry ; it is sufficient that no such 
is to be found in the Bible. 

Btit this glorious plan of redemption, the off- 
spring of the divine counsels, for the salvation 
of fallen man, has-be6n,- through- the deception 
of the evil one, distorted in two different wayd ; 
by enthusiasm on the one hand, and libertin- 
ism on the' other : and thereby,- though^ by a 
different extreme, rendered, in a great degree^ 
ineffectuar to its intended purpose. Deeply 
lamehtiifg that perversion of -sound principles 
Which had in his time disgraced^ and, in a' de- 
gree, outraged the cause of genuine Christianity, 

it was the - Bishop's purpose to^ bring this-itoi- 
10 
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portaiit subject to its proper scrtpttiral bearing, 
and to the standard of sound unsophisticated 
reason \ thereby vindicating the glory of God; 
at the same time that he rendered justice to 
man, as a reasonable, and consequently, respon- 
sible being. 

Whilst with respect to the charge brought 
forward iu so unqualified a manner, in which 
the Bishop is accused, in contradiction both to 
Article and Homily^ of maintaining the doctrine 
of man's being Justified by works alone it can- 
not be supposed that the Archdeacon shoiild 
know that such a pregnant testimony to the 
contrary, as that contained in the following un- 
equivocal passage, remains upon record. For 
the satisfaction of the English reader, I thus 
translate freely from the Bishop's originah "It 
is diligently to be observed, what testimonies of 
our Church we have heretofore adduced, that 
they have bean all taken out of the Homily on 
the Justification or Salvation of Man ; to which 
Homily, with a view to the more full explana- 
tion of the eleventh article, our Church pro- 
fessedly refers us. What room is there then for 
doubt I The implicit inquiry relates to the 
sense of the article. In the article itself we are 
refemd to the Homily on the Salvation of Man. 
What does the Church there say ? She again 
and often professes, and in words the most clear 
and explicit, that in the article in question, her 
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enly intention yffis ta oppoise or enter her pra* 
test against the merit of good works, (but be it 
obserred, not against the works themselves^) Nor 
m it unworthy our obseryafionji that out of the 
thirty^nind articles of the Church of Bngjand, 
thirty-eight of themare proposed simple and with** 
out any explanation annexed to l^bem ; but this 
only one, about the justification man/ ie delt^ 
vered not trithout this ba&tion e;s:ptessed,^at a 
fuller and nH>redetaSedexplanation of it might be 
sought for in th$ Homily on Justifidition. Indeed, 
our most holy others were paifticubtrly anxious, 
lestany one,by too superstitiously adhering to the 
words in the atticle, (hyfmth only J might ex- 
tort from it a dmgerow sense^ which, to o^r 
grief, we have seen this day done by too many* 
It is therefore wonderful with what fiieety and 
caution our most excellent and wise men pro-^ 
ceeded, that theiiir doctrine of justificatitm by 
faith (done, might not be received by any one in 
a sense different from what we have just eXr 
plained; namely^ that by it aH presumption qf o/w 
anon merits being entirely removed, the whole 
merit and honour of our salvation might be fidly 
ascribed to the g^ace of Gbd and our Saviour 
Jesus Christ.** 

The good Bishop having thus plained the 
Christian building on the only sound foundation^ 
the love of God in Christ, proceeds, in the fol- 
lowing section, to give a short but distinct ao- 



count of the nature of the JSvangelical covenant, 
and the conditiana which have been anqexed to 
it; by the performance of which iii faith and 
sincerity man can alone expect to be benefitted 
by the gracious covenant in question. After 
briefly observing that Popish merit on the one 
hand and SoUfidiaMism as connected with Anti" 
mmianism on the other^ have proved the Scylla 
and Charybdis upon which the vessel of the 
Church has at different times suffered ship* 
wreck, the Bishop proceeds to point out in wlmt 
sense good works are to be considered necessary 
to salvation, " They are necessary," says the 
discriminating Bishop, " as the condition anne:s:ed 
to the Evangelical covenant, to which, by the 
mere grace of God, justification is promised, 
and by the love of God in Christ, the gate of 
heaven has been opened to fallen man upon 
the most equitable terms, contained in what is 
known under the title of the Evangelical cove- 
nant/' This gracious covenant was freely entered 
into by the three great Persons in the Godhead 
in favour of fallen man, who had nothing more 
to do with it, as a covenant, than to receive with 
gratitude the benefit designed to be conveyed 
by it. The parties who graciously entered into 
this covenant, have, for the comfort of fallen 
man, condescended to represent themselves aa 
bound by iL " If we confess our sins, God is 
,/aithfid and Just to forgive us our sins," God'a 



yJie^^yn^^^ must hav^ reference to his cove-^ 
nanted engagement/ as must his justice to Jhis. 
righteous fulfilment of it. " But from this great 
work of justification^ all human works, even our 
faithr in a word, every thing that belongs to 
man,' is necessarily excluded. They are totally 
different from justification, which is the act of 
God alone, and are only, intended to point put: 
the mode by which salvation is to be obtained:. 
* ad salutis impetrationem omnino pertinent/^ 
But the condition annexed to this Evangelical 
covenant, as it relates to man, is necessary to be: 
fulfilled; for the merit of Christ has no place; 
here, for Christ has not merited for man, that^ 
his righteousness <should be so imputed to. us,: 
that we . might thereby be absolved from the. 
condition of the Evangelical covenant ; but he: 
has so merited fpr us, that under the most equit- 
able condition, we might be made partakers of 
eternal, salvation: but he has .moreover meritedi 
for us the grace, by which alone we are enabled 
to perform the condition required.** This in-: 
teresting detail of the Evangelical covenant, the: 
good Bishop thus strikingly concludes.. It 
were greatly to be wished, that this distinction; 
between the procuring of salvation,- (impetrati-. 
onem salutis,) and the application of it, (howi 
obvioui^ soever it miay appear,) was rightly, 
understood by theologians in general ; for, 
wexe^ these things rightly undeis};ood> ^ m^my 



and great disputes in this controversy would 
easily be done away with " One additional evi- 
dence shall suffice : and it shall be given in the 
Bishop's own language, as it thereby precludes 
all possibility of doubt or reply, Catholica 
doctrina est, fidem, pcenitentiam, spem, dilec- 
tionem, caeterasque virtutes et bona opera nostra, 
nequaqu^m per se aut merito suo ad id valere, 
ut quis justificetur; hoc est, a peccatis suis 
prius con^imissis absolvatur^ a Deo tanquam 
Justus tractetur ; ipsique ad salutem vitamque 
etemam gratus et acceptus habeatur ; sed iliiid 
totum unice dehere meritorim Jemi Christi sa-^ 
tisfactiom, utpote qwa mM gratiosum foedus 
(quad Evangelium vocatur) impetratum ac san- 
citum fuerit juxta quod sub sequissimis illis 
condition ibus, justificationis ac salutis partici- 
pes fieri possimus/* — Examen Censuras. Ani- 
mad. xi. 

Having thus placed the Archdeacon and the 
Bishop in a juxta position to each other, with 
the charge of the former on the one hand, and 
the clear exposition of the Bishop's sentiments> 
so far as relates to the point at issue, on the 
other, we leave this important subject, not with- 
out some degree of confidence, to the judgment 
of the reader. — I should here have taken leave 
of the Archdeacon of Ely's publication, so far at 
least as the respectable character of Bishop Bull 
may be supposed to be afiected by it, had not a 
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particular doetruie^ wliicb appeiurs td be a&vour^ 
ite one witb the Archdeacon^ struck me ai» open 
to ^ery eonsiderable objections. Mj reader iriU 
not perhaps be surprised at finding that I aUude 
to the doctrine of Chris fs imputed righfemunesf, 
which^ whea taken in an unqualiifed sense^ is cesr*' 
tainly obnoxiotts to very tmsound interpretation* 
The doctrine of ^ Ckrisfs inymted rigktemmessr 
m that extm^^ant sense in which it is too often 
taken^ ii^ one of the main pillars of Calyinisni; 
It originated^ it is supposed, with the Reformer 
of Geneva, shice it is particularly suited to his 
narrow system of salvatiom Now it is weU 
known, that some contention was manifested 
among the English exiles at Frankfort, retaking 
to a somewhat nearer conformity of their religi*- 
ous service to the established standard of Geneva^ 
Probably this Calvintetic tendency travelled into 
this country with the worthy, though unfortup- 
nate exiles on their return after the Marian per- 

. secution, and that it by degrees icMinuafed itself 
into the established divinity of this eottntiy. 
It particularly flourished in the century imme^ 
dlately succeeding to that in whidb our Refom 
mation took place. But nothiiig can more 
decidedly prove that it was not the crigiikd dM^ 
trine of the Churdi of England, than thaft our 
Reformers appear to have known nothing 
cif H. Had they known and acknowledged this 

, subsequently prevalent doctrine, when they were 



123 



engaged in laying the platform of our Church 
discipline, it must have made its appearance. 
What is now made of such essential importance 
in the salvation of fallen man^ could not possibly 
have passed unnoticed in the eleventh article. 
But in this article not a single hint is given of, 
Christ's imputed righteousness as constituting 
the important groundwork of man's saltation. 
Here this important doctrine, if it had been en-, 
tertained at all by our first Reformers, ought to 
have appeared- Whereas all that we are given 
to understand from our Reformers on this sub- 
ject is, " that we are accounted righteous before 
God only for the merits of our Lord and Saviour 
Jesus Christ," and that we are justified by faith 
in those merits^ without a single hint being given 
about the righteoumiess Christ being imputed 
to us; which could not possibly have been the 
case, had such a doctrine been regarded^ as it 
now iSj by those of the Calvinistic persuasion^ 
as an essential doctrine of the Gospel system. 
And what still tends to confirm our judgment 
with respect to the ignorance of our first Re- 
formers on the subject of Christ s imputed righ- 
teousnessi considered as the ground of man's 
salvation^ is the circumstance, that in the Homily 
referred to by them as affording a more particu- 
lar explanation of the eleventh article, not a 
single word is to be found on that important 
point, upon which, according to Calvinistic in- 
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terpretation/the salvation of man is supposed to 
turn. What is particularly to be remarked in 
the Homily in question; being the earnest soli- 
citude of our first Reformers for the vindication 
of our Saviour's just pretension >to being the 
only meritorious cause of man's salvation^ to 
take away all merit from man's works^ and to 
ascribe the whole merit and deserving of our 
justification to Christ only, by way of setting 
forth the true. glory of Christ, and beating down 
the vain glory of man.:. " Whoever," say our 
first ^Reformers, denieth. this,:is not :to be ac- 
counted for a Christian man;", For : our justifi- . 
cation (say: they) we must,. trust only to God's 
mercy, and the sacrifice of; Jesus Christ our* - 
High; Priest on .the Cross.". " Our Justification: 
being brought about by the only merits and suf- 
ferings ^f Jesus Christ, He having suffered death 
to jtistify us, and to restore us to life everlast-^ 
ing."~But our excellent Reformers, it is well 
known, had a different error in view. Their 
primary object was to counteract the then pre- 
vailing doctrine of Popish merit, which had been 
carried so far, as, in a degree, to destroy the 
very foundation of Christianity. In vindicating, 
however, the honour of Jesus Christ as the sole 
meritorious cause of man's salvation, they appear 
not to have been aware at the time of the abuse 
to which, through' the deception of the evil one, 
the doctrine of salvation- by Christ ulone would 



be carried. They reasoned; and they reasoned 
rightly, that the true way to honour Jesus Christ 
was to rely upon his merits only ; the true way 
to dishonour him was to connect any thing with 
his fulfilment of the divine will, under the idea 
that man could make the foundation which God 
had laid in his Son more sure. They wisely 
considered that the Creator did not stand in need 
of the counsel and help of his creatures: and 
that Jesus Christ, who is God over all, blessed for 
ever, finished, without the aid of men or angels, 
the work which his Father gave him to do ; and 
consequently that He is the only Mediator with 
the Father. To this established doctrine of the 
possibility of salvation for man, derivable only 
from the merits of a crucified Saviour, insensibly 
attached the obvious corollary, of man's being 
able to do nothing for himself; and hence, his 
condition under the covenant of grace became 
distinguished by many of the divines of the day, 
by what might be considered to be the elegant 
description of his being clothed with Christ's 
righteousness, considered as his own; in other 
words, of his having Christ's righteousness hu- 
piited to him- For it may be observed, without 
any reflection on their general character, that a 
taint of Calvinism pervaded the writings of sotoe 
of our most spiritual divines, in the times to 
which we now allude- 

• -On the ground then of the doctrine of our 
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Cbnrdb, as laid 4owti by ow first Relbrmens; in 
our Artide and Homily^ I conclude^ and I trust, 
from legitimate premises, that through the be^ 
tteSt 9f Christ's righteousaess in fulfilling tha 
law, :and his obedience unto death ; fallen man, 
tiMUgb a sinner in himself, was accounted, ot 
ai^no wledged, as righteous in the gight of God, 
Coir the sakd of what his beloved Son had dona 
iuid sm&red for him : and that thisneonstitut&d 
ihe ti^eousness of God in Chrisil:, in wfaidb 
Kaul was sa desirous of being found ; Bvm tibat 
species of ri^iteousiiess which God, for the sake 
of his beloved Son, in whom he was well 
ple^^d," engaged to accept junder ihe Gospd 
^yeoant Bvtt Hm diffidence between iaQeii, 
majQi'a having the benefit of what Christ did and 
snlGSHred for faim in fhe: flesh, carried id his ac*- 
«ounti and Chnsf^ |0ie»a»^righteousnes»5 being 
impiM^d to him m hie ocm, must be too striking 
i^o^sfi^e the notice of the least dlacfiminatisg 
]»jiJ94« Fjor if Chi^s jptiTi^o^ 
to lie inymted to. man as mim^ he mmk 
«0m$e become equally righteous with i^riei; 
]^piS(^. B^t wbe«e there is xmb laransgi^ession^ 
%\ift law pr)Qffioi}nce6 iio :aentence; aiidiC^iia^ 
we fr^ jm\mi,: knew no nijii :t^xxtjCbn»M$ 
l;Si^refpi;e,^d not di^ Sfe Paulf«l^y]^ 

^cidedly,: ftat nmM jiwtified h ¥^ M^oi^S 
Rom. V. 9. He was cpi|t€^tedi ia4?«d> l» 
tr^ate^ aa ^^mrnvs ivtmm^ hyhm% mAdeaiM-i 
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offering for hinij at the same time that lie was 
confessedly " the Lamb of God, without spot or 
blemish/' — If man then is to have Christ s per^ 
sonal righteousness imputed to him as his own^ 
all future judgment must necessarily, for ob- 
vious reasons, be superseded. A circumstance 
which, being in direct contradiction to divine 
revelation, cannot be true. 

The importance of this subject will, I trusty be 
my excuse with the reader, for his being detained 
somewhat longer upon it. The same great de- 
ceiver, whose object from the beginning it has 
been to frustrate God's gracious designs in 
vour of his creature man, who> with that view, 
perverted the original command delivered to 
Adam in Paradise, and thereby procured his fall, 
has since been employed in Inducing fallen man 
to put a false construction on that covenant of 
grace, through which his restoration to immorta- 
lity was, tlu'ough divine wisdom, to be eventually 
secured. It was ordained, in the divine coun- 
cils, that Christ was to fulfil the law. For this 
purpose he had a body prepared for him, that in 
that body he might do his Father's will. Christ 
fulfilled the law^ under which he was bom, to 
the letter : the typical part of it, in its most im- 
portant sense, by his propitiatory sacrifice on 
the cross ; the moral part of it^ by his personal 
righteousness; being the Lamb without spot, 
knowing no sin, and no guile being found in his 
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mouth; the law, therefore, had no charge to 
bring against him. Indeed had such been the 
case, he could not have been the propitiation for 
the sins of others. But Christ fuliilled the law 
in his character of the second Adam, as man's 
representative ; thereby taking away the curse of 
it from man, " bearing our sins in his own body 
upon the tree," and thus " by his sacrifice for 
sin, condemning sin in the flesh, that the righ- 
teousness of the law might be fulfilled in us in 
other words, that we might, through the Holy 
Spirit, be made that righteousness, in confor- 
mity with the gracious conditions of the evan- 
gelical covenant^ which God had pledged him- 
self to accept in the Son of his love ; not as the 
meritorious price of man's salvation, but his . ne- 
cessary qualification for it. 

Here we are permitted to have a glimpse of that 
great mystery of godliness which angels desire to 
look into. The divine attributes were to be re- 
conciled* The justice and mercy of God must 
meet together in the atonement for the sins of 
man. In reason it was not possible that the blood 
of bulls and of goats should make atonement for 
the sins of a responsible being* Here all human 
reason was at a stand. This was that " dtgnm 
mndice^*' a case of that difficult nature that none 
" ut God himself could solve. The divine law 
iras to be satisfied, at the same time that the 
divine mercy towards the breakers of it was to 
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be displayed, and the kingdom of hearen re* 
opened to all beli^v<^rs. To effect this greaf 
purpose God prepared for his Son a body, that 
in that body he might do the will of God ; that 
having in his own devoted person fulfilled the 
law, he might become that full, perfect, and suf 
ficient sacrifice with which God was ivell pleaded 
by virtue of which, every redeemed sinner, who> 
through grace, made a ptoper advantage of his 
regenerated condition under the Gospel, by^ 
*' walking after the Spirit, and not after the 
flesh," might be a partaker with Christ in glory** 
V Through the unhappy perversion of this gra-^ 
cious design some Christians have been led to 
think, that Christ so fulfilled the moral law for 
man, as to free him from all obligation to it ; on 
the ground that Christ^s righteousness was not 
* only to be imputed to them, but to be, in a Ute^ 
rul sense, tkeir own. Whereas Christ's righ-" 
teousness must have been his jtj^r^oiia^righteous-' 
ness ; that righteousness, by which, in his hu-^ 
man character, he fulfilled the law, and by virtue' 
of his obedience and death upon the cross, pro- 
cured for man those gracious terms of acceptance'^ 
through him, on the plan of the evangelical cove- 
nant. For this purpose, as it has been above* 
observed, God prepared for Christ a body, that, 
as the second Adam, he might fulfil the law for 
him whom he represented ; that as the rigA'"^ 
teous senwtnt qf^ God," as the Messiah is de- 
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scribed in the sublime language of the Prophet, 
he might justify many" But Christ, in his 
divihe character, could not be the righteous s&r- 
aant of God, because he was equal with God. 
It was, therefore> in his human character, as the 
man Christ Jesus, that he became God's righ- 
teous servant fot the completion of the great 
mystery of human redemption. It was by the 
righteousness of Christ then, in this sense, fulfill- 
ing the law, in conformity, it is, presumed, with 
the gracious plan, originally laid down in the 
diyine councils, that fallen man has obtained the 
unspeakable benefit of being placed under the 
gracious dispensation of the Gospel, as an heir 
of salvation through Jesus Christ—'' For what 
the law could not do in that it was weak through 
the flesh, God sending his oWn Son in the like- 
ness of sinful flesh, and for sin condemned sin 
in the flesh; that the righteousness of the law 
might be fulfilled in us, who walk not after the 
flesh, but after the spirit.** — In this sense, the 
righteousness of the law has been fulfilled by 
Christ for those who walk not after the flesh, 
but after the spirit." The object of Christ's 
giving himself for man being that he might 
redeem him from all iniquity, and purify 
unto himself a peculiar people, zealous of good 
works/' Whilst against all those who have not 
been brought by the Holy Spirit into this puri- 
fied condition, the law of God still remains in 



force* The mistake on this important subject 
may, I conceive, be traced to a want of just dis- 
crimination between the personal righteougness 
of Christ, in his representative character as the 
second Adam, by virtue of whose fulfilment of 
the law the sinner man is accounted righteous 
before God ; and the personal righteousness of 
man, in his own character of the redeemed sin- 
ner^ upon the gracious terms of the evangelical 
covenant; independent of whichj he can have 
no title to the benefit of what a loving Saviour 
has done for him- The personal righteousness 
of Christ then, as the second Adam, and the per- 
sonal righteousness of man in his redeemed 
state, are perfectly distinct from eaeh other; 
but both essentially necessary to the final salva- 
tion of the fallen sinner- The former being 
that righteousness by which GocTs rigldeom 
servmit justifies many ; the latter, that righteous- 
ness, In conformity with the conditions of the 
Gospel covenant, upon which the benefit of 
Christ's righteousness has been ultimately sus- 
pended. Whilst it is upon the confusion of these 
two kinds of righteousness that the Calvinistie 
error of Christ's imputed righteousness, consi- 
dered m man's own, appears to have been builtp 
This subject has been elegantly illustrated by 
Bishop Horne, in his luminous comment on the 
two following verses of the eighty-fifth Psalm- 
" * Mercy and truth are met together, and righ- 

k2 
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teousness and peace have kissed each other^ 
Truth shall spring out of the earthy and righ- 
teousness shall look down from heaven/ These 
four divine attributes parted at the fall of Adam^ 
and met again at the birth of Christ. Mercy 
was ever inclined to serve man^ and peace not 
to be his enemy. But truth exacted the per- 
formance of God's threat, ' The soul that sin- 
neth it shall die;' and righteousness could, not 
but give ta every one his due. Jehovah must 
be true in all his ways, and righteous in all his 
wprks." (The law which pronounced sentence 
had been fulfilled by God's righteous servant) 
Now there is no religion upon earthy except 
the Christian, which can satisfy the demands of 
all these claimants, and restore an union between 
them ; which can shew how God's word; can be 
true, and his work just, and the sinner, notwith- 
standing, find mercy, and obtain peace. ' Sa- 
crifice and burnt-oflFering thou wouldest .not ; 
then said I, Lo, I come.' A God incarnate (the 
man Christ Jesus) reconciled all things in hea- 
ven and earth. When Christ appeared in our 
nature, the j)romise was fulfilled, and 'truth 
sprang out of the earth,' and now righteous- 
ness, ^ looking down from heaven,' beheld . in 
him every thing that she required ; an undefiled 
birth, an holy life, an inoocent death, a spirit 
and a mouth without guile, a soul; and body 
without sin. She saw and was satisfied, and re- 



turned to earth- Thus all the four parties met 
again in perfect harmony. Truth ran to mercy, 
and embraced her ; righteousness to peace, and 
kissed her. And this could only happen at the 
birth of Jesus, in whom the tender mercy of 
God visited us, and who is the truth ; who is 
made unto us righteousness, and who is our 
peace/' See Bishop Andrews on these two verses- 
in his Sermon. 

But a respect for the Archdeacon calls on me 
to pay attention to what he has advanced on 
this delicate subject r respecting what has been 
called Chrisfs imputed righteousness ; for a de- 
licate subject it certainly is, in consequence of 
that discrimination, which to me appears neces- 
sary to ascertain its precise scriptural meaning. 
The Archdeacon shelters himself under the au- 
thority of Bishop Davenant, whom he represents 
as sufficient to convince every unprejudiced per- 
son, that the doctrine of imputed righteousness 
(in the sense, we presume, of the Calvinistic 
school) was never controverted or denied by any 
orthodox Protestant before his time. A quota- 
tion is then subjoined from Bishop Davenant's 
Praelections, to prove the above confident as- 
sertion. But assertion, we take leave to ob* 
serve, is no proof. Had the Archdeacon brought 
forward the authority of fifty divines, in addition 
to that of Bishop Davenant, I should have made 
answer to him, that this circumstance proTf 
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scribed in the sublime language of the Prophet, 
he might justify many " But Christ, in his 
divine character, could not be the righteous ser^ 
tant of God, because he was equal with God. 
It was, therefore> in his human character, as the 
man Christ Jesus^ that he became God's righ- 
teous servant for the completion of the great 
mystery of human redemption. It was by the 
righteousness of Christ then, in this sense, fulfill- 
ing the law, in conformity, it is, presumed, with 
the gracious plan, originally laid down in the 
divine councils, that fallen man has obtiuned the 
unspeakable benefit of being placed under the 
gracious dispensation of the Gospel, as an heir 
of salvation through Jesus Christ^'' For what 
the law could not do in that it was weak through 
the flesh, God sending his oWn Son in the like- 
ness of sinful flesh, and for sin condemned sin 
in the flesh; that the righteousness of the law 
might be fulfilled in us, who walk not after the 
flesh, but after the spirit.'' — In this seme, the 
righteousness of the law has been fulfilled by 
Christ for those who walk not after the flesh, 
but after the spirit/' The object of Christ's 
giving himself for man being that he might 
redeem him from all iniquity, and purify 
unto himself a peculiar people, zealous of good 
works." Whilst against all those who have not 
been brought by the Holy Spirit into this puri- 
fied condition, the law of God still remains in 
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force. The mistake ou this important subject 
aay, I conceive, be traced to a want of just dis- 
criminatkin between the personal righteousness 
of Christ, in his representative character as the 
ieeond Adam, by virtue of whose fulfilment of 
the law the sinner man is accounted righteous 
before God ; and the personal rigbteousness of 
man, in his own character of the redeemed sin- 
ner, upon tiie gracious terms of the evangelical 
covenant ; independent of which^ he can have 
no title to the benefit of what a loving Saviour 
has done for him. The personal righteousness 
of Christ then, as the second Adam^ and the per- 
sonal righteousness of man in his redeemed 
state, are perfectly distinct from each other; 
but both essentially necessary to the final salva- 
tion of the fallen sinner. The former being 
that righteousness by which God's righieom 
servant justifies many ; the Iatter> that righteous- 
ness, in conformity with the conditions of the 
Gospel covenant, upon which the benefit of 
Christ's righteousness has been ultimately sus- 
pended. Whilst it is upon the confusion of these 
two kinds of righteousness that the Calvinistie 
error of Christ's imputed righteousness, consi- 
dered as man's own, appears to have been built 
This subject has been elegantly illustrated by 
Bishop Home, in his luminous comment on the 
two following verses of the eighty-fifth Psalm- 
" * Mercy and troth are met together, and righ- 
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iyfedamation in such a ease ls not to be taken for 
proof. We call upon the Archdeacon therefore 
to bring forward those texts which bear him out 
in the doctrine be so ccmfidently assumes, and 
upon the strength of which he pronounces with 
such decision upon the orthodoxy .of his bre^ 
thten. Indeed/as. so much/ in the Ai^chdeacon's 
6pimon> depends upon the admission of this im- 
portant doctrine^ even no less than noian's . final 
salvation through the merits of Christ, it might 
surely have been expeeted/that in charity to his 
supposed uninformed brethren, the Archdeacon 
would not have contented himself with bare as- - 
sertion^l where nothing short of demonstrative 
proof, were it to be had, ought to have appeared. 
Faying, however, in receiving satisfaction on this 
j^ead from the Archdeacon, we have been com- 
pelled to seek it elsewhere, and from Bishop 
Bull, ( who appears to have examined this subject 
to the bottom, in his Examen Censurse," Ani- 
mad. xi.) we satisfactorily learn, that no . text 
confirmatory of this doctrine is to be found in 
Scripture. Certain it is," says the Bishop, 
the phrase of Christ's imputed righteousness is 
no where to be found in Scripture." It is a re- 
markable fact, that in the argumentative discus- 
sion of the divine method of restoring revolted 
man to a state of acceptance with God, it is fre- 
quently denominated the righteousness of .God, 
whilst the term Chrisfs righteousness neithe^ 



occurs here or elsewhere in the sacred volume. 
Indeed, that what is deemed the active righte- 
ousuess of Christ, is not the idea implied in the 
phrase the righteousness of God/' is evident 
from the consideration of its being Christ y 
righteousness, not as God but as man^ which 
constituted Christ's personal righteousness io 
the flesh, both active and passive. It follows, 
then, that the two phrases of the righteousness 
of God and Chrisfs righteousness must mean 
two different things. And though Christ's per- 
sonul righteousness cannot be imputed to man, 
for this would be not less an absurd than a blas- 
phemous doctrine, still the hejiefit of that righte- 
ousness may be said to be imputed to him, or 
carried to his account by God the Father, in 
this sense, that the merits and death of his be* 
loved Son have become available to man's ac- 
ceptance with God, upon the conditions of the 
Gospel covenant ; to which, previous to the esta- 
blishment of that gracious covenant^ fallen man 
had no pretensions. On this head Bishop Bull 
quotes a passage from a most learned man, which 
places this subject in the clearest light. Per 
Christi vmrtem et actiones impetratum jus om- 
nibus uti volentibus ; id jus suum facit qui vult, 
praevia et comitante Christi ope, &c. Satisfac- 
tionem imputari qui dicunt, extra scripturam 
loquuntur, et obscure et impropri^ : namque im- 
pUcant magis quam explicant Quid ergo fit? 
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id quod impetraimA erat ommhus, nobis iiptamug. 
De fonte in publicum emisso bibimus ; implemus 
conditiouem sub qua indulgeutia principalis of- 
f(^ur. Vel ut iteruni' verbis viri vere Apostolici 
Clementis. Sanguis Christi pro nostrd salute 
effusus Deo pretiosus fuit, ut propterea tati 
mundo poenit^tiae gratiam concesserit. Hoc 
esty (continues the Bishop^) Christus per obedi* 
entiam suam usque ad mortem a Deo impetravit^ 
ut quivis h(Mna sub conditione delictorum veni- 
am^ vitamque adeo ac salutem setemam^ conse- 
quakir ; itaque conditione iM praestita^ nm ipsa 
Cknsti ohedientia, sed remissia et solus ; per 
obedientiam Christi parta et acquisita^ a Dep 
nobis donetur. Hie facilia et plana sunt omnia^ 
qui^vera*'' 

The gracious corenant entered into in behalf 
of faUen man^ the Bisihop afterwards thus briefly 
describes. Cum autem Deus in Christo non 
imputasi^e mundo peccata dicitur> sensus est: 
quod Deus cum jure potuisset toti mundo pec*- 
cati3 inyoluto parcere noUe (quemadmodum max- 
ixam augelorum peccantium multitudini parcere 
pwnino. uoluit,) adeoque universum genus hu^ 
mauum s^m^morte perire ac perdere funditus, 
(hoc sciyi. est sejasu maidu9e proprio et summo 
gr$(du pecqatft imputari) parcere tamen voluerit;, 
Adeoque per Christi mrtem propitius factus, 
pactum grfttia^ jQum hominibus iuire^ quo ere- 
d^tibus veiT^ue ptenit^ibus peccfttoront 
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mis»io,atque aeterna salus ptomitteretur ; ut quod 
hie Apostolus dicit Deum propter Christi pro pi- 
tiationem non imputasse mundo peccata, idem 
plan^ sit, quod ApostoU symmista Clemens, (cu* 
jus verba placebunt etiam decies repetita,) dixit, 
Deum propter effmum Ckristi mnguimm toti 
mundo pcenitentise gratiam obtulisse*" 

I had flattered myself that this important 
subject might here remain at rest. But the 
Archdeacon appears to have taken such high 
ground upon it, that it would be doing injustice 
to him not to examine it. For if the ground 
which the Archdeacon takes is really strong 
enough to bear him^ it ought to be strong enough 
to bear me ; since we both read the same Bible ; 
and the Bible must^ after alU be the standard of 
judgment between iis- The Archdeacon points 
out the Homily of Salvation, supposed to have 
been written by Cranmer himself, as particularly 
deserving his reader's attention. There are ani- 
mals gifted by nature with such quick scent, 
that they can hunt out their game when it is 
perfectly hidden under ground, Calvinists ap- 
pear to be possessed of a somewhat similar pro- 
perty, in their particular way ; for they have a 
readiness in finding out their favourite doctrine 
ill partSj where it is totally concealed and undis- 
coverable by all other observers. Now I can 
readily conceive that the Archdeacon* with a 
duly prepared for the purpose, clearly p^r- 
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(ceives the doctrine of Christ's imputed righte- 
t)usness pervading the whole ten^r of the Homily 
in qiieistioa; whilst to a mind differently dis- 
posed no such doctrine appears in it. The Ho- 
mily, according to the Archdeacon's extract from 
it^ proceeds to inform us/ that our blessed Sa- 
viour, besides his providing a ransom for ti&, 
'^fulfilled the tarn for us perfectly!* Here we 
conceive lies the fallacy, which it requires pro- 
per discrimination to point out. Our Saviour, 
in the first ^IsLce, fulfilled the law perfectly, in 
becoming himself the antitype to all the types 
exhibited under it, as prefigurative of his all-suf- 
ficieiit sacrifice upon the cross. Whereas our 
SsLxiout's fulfilling^ the law perfectly, in any other 
sense, was a necessary prelude to his being qua- 
lified to become a ransom for man. ' For had he 
not, as man's representative, fulfilled the law 
perfectly, \% could not have taken away the 
curse of it. Man, therefore, had the benefit of 
Christ's representative righteousness imputed to 
him, or carried to his account, provided he took 
advantage of the gracious terms of the Evange- 
lical covenant ; whilst Christ's personal righte- 
ousness necessarily reni^ned^t^ own. ^* So that," 
as the Homily proceeds, " Christ is now the righ- 
teousness of all them that truly believe in him. 
He for them paid the ransom by his death. He 
for them fulfilled the law in his life. So that 
now in him every true Christian man may be 



ut 



called a fullEmer of the law, forasmucli as that 
^ which their infirmity lacked, Christ's justice hath 
supplied." Every true Christian may be called 
a fulfiUer of the law not that he actually is so ; 
which, if Christ's personal righteousness was 
considered as his own, he must have been ; but 
that the benefit of Christ s righteousness has 
been imputed to him by God, man being ac- 
counted righteous in God's sight, under the new 
covenant, for what Jesus Christ has done and 
suffered for him. In this sense we understand 
the Homily in question ; the sense, we trust, in 
which it was meant by Cranmer that it should 
be understood. For why, if it were meant to be 
understood in the Archdeacon's sense, why should 
not the Reformer have spoken as clearly and de- 
cidedly upon this subject, as he did upon that 
important one, of man's being to be saved by 
faith alone, instead of leaving it to be collected 
as it were by inference or inuendo 9 As the sal- 
vation of man, according to the Archdeacon s 
opinion, turns upon the importance of Christ's 
personal righteousness being imputed to him,^ 
why, it may be asked, did not Cranmer, when 
employed in describing the nature of the Chris- 
^an system, point out decidedly and unequivo- 
colly the doctrine before us . to be an essential 
part of it? But. the Archdeacon proceeds, — 
Although the terms impute or imputation do 
not occur in the preceding extract, it is obviojis- 
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the doctrine of imputed rigkte&Mne»s is most 
plainly and unequivocally tepresented in them." 
So then, if the Archdeacon cannot find the ttords 
of Cranmer mth Mm, he is nevertheless deter- 
mined to have the thing, or the particular doc- 
trine, for which he contends. The Reformei* 
must be left to speak for himsel£ But being 
indisposed for fruitless contention^ I am ready 
to meet the Archdeacon half way, by admitting 
that the benefit of Christ's righteousness is im^ 
puted to fiallen man, upon the conditions of the 
Gospel covenant ; but not the persamd rigi^^ 
4Mmess itself. And I think myself borne out in 
this distinction by St. Paul himself, where^ speak- 
ing with contempt of his own righteousness^ 
which was of the law, he adverts to the conso^ 
latory circumstance of his being found in ChHdi 
—(not, observe, to Christ's being found in him i) 
and of his having the righteousness of God by 
feith in Chrisf'^(not, observe, to Christ's righ- 
teousness in himself.) The &ir conclusion, then, 
appears to be, that St. Paul was a stranger to 
this doctrine of Chrisfs imputed righteoueneM^ 
since he professedly looked only to God'e righ- 
ieaumess in Christ, or that covenanted plan of 
salvation, which God had been gracioasly pleased 
to enter into, on the contemplation of the merits 
and death of his beloved Son in the flesh, in 
whom He expressed Himself to be well pleased. — 
Proceed we to the next authority, th^ of Jodeph 



143 



Mede, which appears to me to speak nothing in 
support of the Archdeacon*^ doctrine. The word 
imputed does indeed occur in the passage, and 
that appears to have satisfied the Archdeacon ; 
it shall therefore satisfy me. 

The Archdeacon presses into his service a long 
extract from the writings of E. Sandys^ Arch- 
bishop of York ; a passage, doubtless, satisfac- 
tory to himself, as speaking the Archdeacon^s 
own sentiments- But as the Archbishop was not 
one of our Reformers, and had, moreover, im- 
bibed the Calvinistic errors, every Minister of the 
Church of England will feel himself at liberty to 
measure the Archbishop's language by the stan- 
dard of Scripture, and determine for himself ac- 
cordingly. We acknowledge no infallibility in 
the Church of England* It would take me out 
of my way, were I to analyze the language of the 
Archbishop in the extract taken from his writings 
by the Archdeacon. To me it appears to be in- 
consistent with the general tenor of the Scrip- 
ture, and by no means necessarily connected 
with the object the Apostle had before him, in 
his address to the bigotted Jews, which was 
simply to persuade them, that they could not be 
justified by their works under the legal covenant ; 
but that justification was to be obtained only 
through faith in Christ under the Evangelical 
L dispensation. But it may be thought fair, that 
■ I should suffer the Archbishop to speak for him^ 
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self. Thus, therefore, the Archbishop writes, bm 
qaoted by the Arcjideacon in his Appendix. — 
As God is perfect in himself^ in his word, and 
in all his works,Vso we are exhorted to fashion 
ourselves according to that similitude and like-^ 
ness, which is in Him, and to become pe^ect, as 
our Father in Heaven is perfect. There is a 
perfection which all believers have by imputd^ 
/ion ; whereof, although St. Paul doth' not speak 
directly in this place, (2 Cor: xiii. 11.) yet, be- 
cause it is the root of that perfection whereof he 
speaketh, it is not beside the purpose for me to 
speak of it. Unto every son of Adam it may 
justly be said, ' Thou wast perfect in thy ways 
from the day that thou wast created,' till iniquity 
was /imnd in thee' But our sanctification being 
now defiled and polluted with sin. He whiclr 
liketh no unclean or imperfect thing, if He look 
upon us as we are in ourselves, caniiot but loath 
us. Wherefore, except the perfection of righte- 
ousness which is in Christ be imputed unto us, and 
accounted as ours, except in Him we be made the 
righteousness of God, how should we ever hope 
to appear without spot or wrinkle in the sight of 
God ? He, therefore, is perfect, whose imperfec- 
tion Christ with his perfection hath covered.* 
This is a secret which because the Jews were Hot 
able to comprehend, therefore they stumbled: 
Israel sought perfection, and found it not. 
Wherefore ? Because they sought it by the works' 
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of the law and not by faith : they thought per- 
fection by imputation to be a mere fancy. Con- 
trariwise, the Gentiles, not following that per- 
fection which is by the law, attained unto that 
which is by faith \ which St Paul did so esteem, 
that although he were, concerning the righte- 
ousness which is in the law, unreprovable, yet 
he thought all the labour and travail lost which 
he had spent about attaining perfection that way, 
and desired nothing more than to be found, not 
having his own perfection which was of the law, 
but that which was through the faith of Christ," 

To the preceding extract from the sermons of 
Archbishop Sandys, I now subjoin a passage 
taken from the ingenious parable of the Pilgrim, 
written by him who was afterwards Bishop of 
Ely ; a man certainly by no means inferior to the 
Archbishop, either in spiritual character or pro- 
fessional attainments, who appears to have seen 
this imaginary doctrine of Christ's imputed righ- 
teousness, (in the sense we mean, in which it is 
taken by Calvinists,) precisely in the same point 
of view with Bishop BulL 

The author of the Pilgrim writes as follows : 
" But if I may be so bold as to interpose a ques- 
tion, I pray satisfy me why you call that the 
Pilgrim's faith? is there any else besides? — 
There is ; we meet in this world with a faith, more 
gallant, fine and delicate, than the plain and 
homely belief which I have described. A modish 

L 



146 



and cmrtly faith it is, which sits stilly and yel 
sets you in the lap of Christ. It passes under 
so many names^ that I cannot stand to number 
them all now* It is called a casting of ourseltm 
jq>on Christy a relying on his merits, a shrouding 
ourselves under the robes of his righteousness ; 
and though sometimes it is called a going to him 
for salvation, yet there is mystery in the busi- 
ness, that you may go, and yet stand still ; you 
may cast yourself upon him, and not come to 
him ; or if you take one little step, and be at the 
pains to come to him, the work is done, and you 
need not follow him. It is indeed a resting, not 
a travelling grace ; and such a grand secret tber6 
is in it, that a man may rest before he stir a foot; 
he may lean on Christ, and approach no nearer 
to him than he was before ; he may lay hold on 
him, and yet remain at the greatest distance 
from him. It will cany you to the end of your 
way, before you are at the beginning. The very 
first step of it, is to stay yourself the beginning 
of its motion is to be at rest Do you not see a 
strange inchantment in it already ? Is it not a. 
magical operation, as much beholden to str^ength 
of fancy and witchcraft of imagination t Thare 
is uo juggling so artificial, whereby I Hcould he^pe. 
to hide the deceit, if I abused the wcarld with, 
these impostures. My own conscience, I meatij 
would iiidite me, and pronounce my condemn*- 
tioii> though I ihnik, if the greatest pait of jbbe. 



men among us were to be judges, I need not fear 
their sentence against me. For the charm^ I 
observe, is so powerful, and the fascination of 
such pleasure, that the numbers are not to be 
told, which are bewitched with it* The multi- 
tude goes in crowds to this wide robe: the voice 
of the people cry up this as the only way to 
Heaven- All the lewd men in the world are well 
contented to take this journey, which may be 
finished at one step ; and to run this race, which 
may be accomplished in a breath, and for which 
the last breath in their body may as well serve 
as any other- There is no man but desires hold 
of Christ, and having heard that this is faith, do 
what you can, it is not possible to beat off his 
hands. There is not a soul so wicked^ but it ap- 
plies to itself Ai> righteousness J and fancies all its 
sins to be covered therewith. It is the sweetest 
thing in the world to cast themselves into his 
arms, and expect not to go> but to be carried to 
Heaven, They rest on Him, and on Him only 
for salvation. They rest on Him solely for it, 
that they are loth to contribute any thing towards 
it. They would have Him take all the honour 
of the business to himself, and are desirous to 
do not so much as one good action, but to leave 
him to do all, and impnie his doings to them. 
Thus they imagine themselves to be the only 
advancers of free graee^ and they think there 
are none but they that set the crown upon 
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Christ's head. Such an admirable subtlety there 
is in this faiths that they can serve their own inr 
terestby it; and yet seem all the while to be 
the best servants of Christ. They can prpmote 
their own desires, and yet sound aloud his glory. 
They can invade his rights as much as they list, 
and yet be thought the only persons that makcv 
it their care he should not be wronged. 

/' These are the men who make the grace of 
God so free, that he leaves nothing for himself. 
The riches of it is so abundant towards them, 
that he gives away all his own right. He makes 
such liberal grants to these favourites, that there 
remains nothing as a duty to him. He takes 
such a great care of their pleasure, that he for- 
gets his own ; and loves to let them have their 
will so much, that he suffers his own to be 
crossed for their sake. It is not He^ it should 
seem, but they who rule the world. His will 
bends to their desires ; and since they have no 
mind to be good, they have invented a way that 
he may love them though they continue bad. 
He sees them not (as they fancy) in themselves, 
but in a disguise. They do not appear in their 
own colours, but in another's dress. He doth 
not behold them naked, but in the robes of 
Christ ; and though they have a world of sins, 
yet they think to have them hid, while he looks 
upon their garments and not upon them. And, 
indeed, so free is this grace, that he can have no 
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title to their obedience, but only their own gra- 
titude. Since Christ's obedience is personally 
imputed to them , he cannot in justice require 
any at their hands. Since he hath performed 
the law in their stead, and made his righteous- 
ness immediately theirs ; he cannot expect that 
they should perform it too, nor exact any righ- 
teousness of their own. For this would be to 
demand the same debt twice, and to call for the 
payment of a bond, which hath been already sa- 
tisfied, i hope your soul will never enter into 
this secret, and follo w the rabble in those ground- 
less fancies. But you will rather put to your 
hands to pull down that idol of faith, which hath 
been set up with so much devotion, and reli- 
giously worshipped so long among us* That 
dead image of faith, which so many have adored, 
trusted in, and perished, I mean the notion which 
hath been so zealously advanced, how that believ- 
ing is nothing else but a relying on Jesus for salva- 
tion, a fiducial recumbency upon hinij and casting 
ourselves wholly upoti him and his merits, and an 
applying of his righteousness tooursotds. And if 
you throw all those other phrases after them, 
which tell us that it is a taking of Christy a lay- 
ing hold of him, a closing with Mm, or an embraeing 
(f him, you shall do the better, and the more 
certainly secure yourself from being deceived. 

" To what purpose then is it to use these phrases^ 
when there are better at hand, whereby we must 
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explain thetti ? When things i^m be clearly bt.^ 
pressedi why should we choose to sj^ak thefti 
darkly ? Especially since ther^ can be no fniit of 
it^but only this^ that md& are longer before they 
understabd m, aiid^ pbrhaps^ at the fir»t hearing 
of what we speak obscurdy^ thei^ miads are 
ij&pressed with some sudh dftngei^oUs sense^ 
which they fortit to themselres^ that all our ex» 
plications cannot blot it out It is of great mo* 
ment what menl^ soute 4r6 first impritited witfaaL 
They will retain thosd words^ and^ perchance^ 
think good to tnake the exposition according 
to their own fwcy. Why should not ont 
words^ therefote> catry their own interpretation 
with them ? 4nd what should make us love to 
talk in such terms^ that we cannot be certainly 
apprehended^ unless We talk a gireat deal more ? 
Let me, therefo^^ beseech you, as you love your 
soul, td be a follower of faithful Abraham, who 
was the founder of your order. Remettiber that 
su<ih as he was, such must you be, if you hope 
to dome to Jerusalem, and inherit the land of 
jp^OmiBe ; and Ikai in his exaniple yOu meet With 
nothing e&rlier than this, that by &ith> when he 
was c^Ued to goout into a place, ' which he should 
after receive for an inheritance, he obey^> and 
went oirt;, not knowing whithet he went/ This 
wftS the first thing whel*ein his faith employed 
itself, and the last was like unto it. For When 
he was tried by God, he offered tip his otAy iie- 



gottto gon^ who was to be the heir of that in* 
faeritatice which was promised to him. From 
this active faith it is^ no doubts that all good 
Christians iare called faithful, and not from a 
iazy recumbency on Christ for salvation^ 6fi the 
strongest apjplication of his merits to their souls. 
If these were sufficient to make a person of that 
denomination^ then we need no better character 
of a faithful servant or steward^ (which the holy 
writings sometime mention) than such an one 
as follows. He is a person that relies upon his 
master's merits^ and depends only on the worth 
and sufficiency of his Lord. He trusts in his 
goodness for a pardon of allhis&ults^ and hopes 
he will esteem him a good servant^ because he 
is a good master. He leans upon his afm, and 
clasps fast about him^ and is resolved not to let 
him go till he have paid him his wages. He 
embraces him kindly, and hopes he will account 
him righteous because he is so himself. In a 
word, he applies to himself all the good works 
that his master has performed, and prays to be 
excused if he do not his business, because that 
his master can do it better. Is not this a very 
ridiculous description? Oi^ would you be con^ 
tent to be thus served t Do not imagine thep, 
that God will be served after this fashion, or 
thatmichan ill-favoured notion as this is the 
best that can be found to x^mpo^e the definitioqi 
of a true believer. But first do all that you ean. 
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and then acknowledge yourself an unprofitable 
servant. Let it be your care to follow the work, 
and then rely only upon the goodness of your 
Lord to give you a reward. Be «ure that you 
be inwardly righteous, and then no doubt the 
righteousness of Christ will procure you accept- 
ance, and bring you to that happiness which you 
can no way deserve." 

There is so much sterling good sense in the 
preceding extract, that I trust I shall be excused 
for trespassing upon my reader by its insertion. 
Whilst, should the Archdeacon be disposed to 
understand the author's language in the sense in 
which it was meant to be understood^ he will, I 
trust, thank me for introducing him to his ac- 
quaintance, should he, perchance, at present be 
a stranger to him. 

We proceed with the Archdeacon's references. 
— In Cranmer's Catechism and Noell's Catechism 
I can see nothing that is not perfectly reconciler 
able with the established doctrine of our Churchy 
as laid down in the Article and Homily. The 
quotation from Hooker appears to me to be more 
against the Archdeacon than for him. It speaks 
of two sorts of righteousness, but both the gift 
qf God. One, without us, by which we under- 
stand the righteousness of pod in Christ; in 
other words, that righteousness which God is 
pleased to carry to our account, for the sake of 
what his incarnate Son has done and suffered for 



us. In this sense Christ's righteousness is im- 
puted to us. But this is only the benefit of 
Christ's personal righteousness, not the imputa- 
tion of that personal righteousness to man as his 
own, for in such case the other righteousness 
which Hooker distinguishes under the title of 
the rtghteomness within must have been to- 
tally unnecessary, for under such circumstances 
Christ would be so complete in m, that we could 
stand in need of no additional righteousness to 
render us acceptable in the eyes of God. — That 
I may not be led to talk unadvisedly upon this 
sublime subject, I here beg leave to drop it. It 
is sufficient that the Archdeacon and myself are 
perfectly agreed upon tlie foundation of the 
Christian system, that " God was in Christ re- 
conciling the world to himself, and that in con- 
sequence man is saved through the merits of a 
crucified Redeemer, and not by any merits of his 
own*" As this constitutes the main ground on 
which our Reformation stands, all shades of dif- 
ference between the Archdeacon and myself on 
this subject may be suffered to sink into the can- 
vass, as they will not be able to obscure the 
prominent figures which occupy the foreground 
of the picture* It is, it is presumed, agreed on 
both sides, that the righteousness and blood of 
Christ alone absolve from sin, and can alone en- 
able man to appear before God. This the Apos- 
tle considered to be his invaluable treasure, " in 
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comparison of whic V says the Apostle, I count 
m things but dross and dung, that I may be 
found in him, not having mine own righteousness 
which is of the law, but that which is through 
the fidth of Christ, the righteousness which is of 
God by fftith." This righteousness is meritori- 
ously imputed, or carried to the account of all 
true believers. We are accounted righteous, 
(says our article,) for the merit of our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ." The same Christ, who 
made satisfaction for man, tells us plainly, that 
the benefit of it is communicated only through 
man's believing. ^ God so loved the world, that 
he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoevet 
believeth on him should not perish.'' God is be 
come reconcileable to man by the death of his 
^n Jesus Christ But though God on the ac-* 
eount of Christ has been made placable to human 
nature, which he is not to the angels in their 
fallen state, and hath condescended so far as to 
offer conditions of peace to man ; still that Christ 
may become an effectual Redeemer, there must 
be the consent of both parties. God liath de- 
clared his consent to the evangelical covenant, 
by laying the punishment of man's sins upon, 
Christ ; whilst man is considered as declaring 
his, in submitting to the law of faith. Sut in 
consequence of that previuling desire, originat- 
ing in the pride of man, to seek for justification 
by his own woAb, it is with difficulty men are 
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brought to comply with the evangelical condi- 
tions of pardon. Ab pride^ through the instiga- 
tion of the evil one> at first aspired to make man 
as God^ so does it tempt him stilly under the 
same unh^py influence, to usurp the honour 
of Christ, in becoming, or at least presuming 
to become, his oWn Saviour. 

This proud legal spirit first threw a stumbling- 
block in the way of the eamal Jews, who> as the 
Apostle says of them> being ignorant of God's 
righteousness/' that way of righteousness which 
had been established under the Gospel covenant; 

and going about to establish their own righ- 
teousness, they submitted not to the righteous- 
ness of God*** They were unhappily prepos* 
sessed with the principle, that life was to be ob- 
tained by their own works, because the express 
condition of their law was such. From the ex- 
ample of the Jews, we see what is the natural 
propensity of fallen man. Whilst it should not 
escape observation, that the Reformation had its 
rise in the same controversy with the Papiste, 
which acc(»npanied the first introduction of the 
Gi^pel into the world. '^Salvation, through 
the merits of another, was, to the Jews, a stum- 
bling block, and to the Greeks foolishness f but 
when the darkness w"hich had long covered the 
earth began to break away before the light of 
the fift^ Reformers, the great object, which these 
truly spkitodi men bad belorethem, was *to de- 
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monstrate, from Scripture, that justification is 
alone to be obtained by a lively and purifying 
faith in the blood of Christ. A circumstance 
which appears to justify the conclusion^ that 
the same Gospel which was first delivered 
by the Apostles, was revived by these excel- 
lent men ; and, consequently, that the Church, 
which was first built by the Apostles, was by 
them raised out of it^ ruins. 

Here, and possibly to the satisfaction of my 
reader, I close my subject ; trusting, that suffi- 
cient has been advanced to vindicate the cha- 
racter of Bishop Bull> from those gross asper- 
sions, which have been inconsiderately cast upon 
it. It remains only for me to apologize to the 
Archdeacon for any expressions which in the 
hurry of writing may have escaped me, should 
any such occur, which may have given offence, 
or hurt his feelings. It was certainly far from 
my intention that such should have been the 
case. For, as Calvinism, even supposing that 
the Archdeacon really belongs to that school, is 
not the standard by which I measure the gene- 
ral character of men, I am free to acknowledge 
that I respect the talents of the Archdeacon, 
and honour his zeal ; at the same time I cannot 
help thinking, that both might prove more ad- 
vantageous to the general cause in which we are 
engaged, were they accompanied with a greater 
portion of Scriptural knowledge. As this, how- 



ever, is a judgment in which I may be mistaken^ 
no harm can be done- Wliilst, with respect to 
Bishop Bull, I am clearly of opinion, that the 
Archdeacon could not fail to do justice both to 
Bishop Bull and himself, were he to make him- 
self more acquainted with the learned Bishop's 
writings than he now appears to be ; for he 
would then find, to his satisfaction, that it was 
not the Bishop's object to weaken the Scriptural 
ground upon which the evangelical system 
stands, but really to add strength to it ; by clear- 
ing away thosey?;?;^^^^, which, in length of time, 
had grown round the root, and thereby weakened 
the strength of the parent trunk : or, to speak 
without a figure, by counteracting those dange- 
rous errors, which an unguarded exposition of the 
Christian doctrine had unhappily generated, to 
the destruction of that truly spiritual object, 
which the preaching of the Gospel was intended 
to promote. And this in a way, it is pre- 
sumed, to give satisfaction to every candid and 
considerate mind, by bringing the points at issue 
to be tried by the standard of Scripture and 
reason ; the only standard by which such points 
can be decidedly determined. 

If I have dwelt upon this particular part of 
my subject longer than may be deemed neces- 
sary, some allowance will, I trust, be derived 
from the consideration, that I have, for a long 
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series of years^ been connected with a manufac* 
turing parish^ in which the seeds of erroneous 
doctrine have been so profusely scattered by a 
colony of Calvinistic Baptists^ as to bid defiance 
to the labours of the most zealous Churchman 
effectually tor eradicate. Added to this circum- 
stance^ it has been my lot to have had the doe«- 
trine of Christ's imputed righteousness unae^ 
companied with due qualification^ preached over 
my head for succeeding months to an ignorant 
congregation, nine parts in ten of whom, I had 
reason to be persuaded, left the Churqh with 
what appeared to them to be a most comfortable 
idea, that Christ's righteousness must be fully suf- - 
ficient ; that he having done all for them, they 
had, of course, nothing to do for themselves. 
This doctrine constitues the essence of Calvin- 
ism ; which teaches its votaries, that being once 
justified they must foe always justified; that 
being in the number of God's elect, they can 
never finally fall away from grace,, and may, 
therefore, comfort themselves with the assurance 
of salvation ; upon the idea that God's purposes, 
which are, of course, considered to be in their 
favour, cannot be defeated. A doctrine, of which 
the great deceiver^ with a9 the appetites and 
passions of human nature on his side, win, 
as he ever has done, take full advantage; since 
experience has proved it to be a doctrine which 
11 
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has seldom failed, more or less, to prove ministe- 
rial to licentious practice But though Jesus 

* A conversation to the following effect took place in the 
vestry between the Minister of a country parish and his Gu; 
rate, after hearing a strong discourse delivered by the latter, 
on the subject of " Christ* s imputed rightetmsnets" — ** Welli my 
good Sir, you have given us a very strong discourse this mom« 
ing upon a very interesting but delicate subject : a subject 
which has cost me much thought, and requires much nice dis* 
crimination. Now, although we may possess very correct ideas 
on subjects ourselves, still should our hearers, in consequence 
of some unguarded language, carry away incorrect notions out 
of the Church ; with the best intentions to do good, we may 
prove instrumental in doing evil« which it may never be in our 
power to counteract. Pray, have you ever read the works of 
BishopBull?" "No," was the answer. "Then," continued the Mi* 
nister, " let me recommend him to your attention. Persuaded I 
am, after you have read him, you will make some considerable 
alterations in this moming^s discourse, before you preach it 
again. You know, my good Sir, as well as myself the imiao* 
ral state of this parish. You know that of twelve girls who 
come to be married, full the major part of them are in a condi* 
tion, in which no decent young woman ought to be in a Chris- 
tian parish. You know that a doctrine prevails in this parish, 
that Christ having done tUl for us, we have nothing left to 
do for ourselves. Now, yon have taken considerable pais* 
to press upon your hearers the importance of Christ's righto- 
ottsness ; but pray do not forget to impress upon my people 
the importance of their own. Should we find that they become 
proud of it, and that the conceit of their own self^ttifficiency is 
carrying them away^ it will then be time fol* us to pdl die 
cheeh-strmg ; bat pray let us see their righteotuness Jk$t^ 
Should it beoone coerffoof^ k wiD be time ci|ouf^ finr ns t» 
apply the proper remedy.^ 
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Christ has. perfectly fulfilled the law for man^ so 
as to take away the curse of it from bearing upon 
him ; and, moreover, by his death, provided for 
him a claim to eternal life ; it should be at all 
times remembered, that Christ still has left 
man, under grace, to fulfil the divine law for him- 
self, so far as the conditions of the Gospel cove- 
vant require that it should be fulfilled by him. 
So that although Christ has fulfilled the law for 
man in that way, in which man was unable to 
fulfil it for himself, yet he has not fulfilled it in 
that way, in which; redeemed man, under di- 
vine grace, is expected to fulfil it. One great 
object of Christ's giving himself for man being, 
as we have been assured by an inspired Apostle, 
and it has been above observed, that he might 
purify ipto himself a peculiar people zealous of 
j^ood works." And to this end, as we are in- 
formed by the same Apostle, was all Scripture 
given by inspiration of God, that the Christian, 
or ma|i of God, might be perfect, throughly 
furnished unto all good works." 2 Tim. iii. 16, 17. 
—To Ughten an heavy page, I here introduce an 
authentic anecdote, which has struck across my 
mind, as not inapplicable to my present purpose. 
— A young man of respectable character and cor- 
rect n^orals, was on a visit at the house of a }ady, 
professedly of the high Calvinistic persua^pn ; 
so much so, that, one day being at table with her 
children on each side, and her husband at thQ 



bottom, by whom this young man was placed^ 
she said in a paroxysm of reKgious fervour, 
^ Alas, my husband and children are irrecover- 
ably lost; but as for that young man^ I have 
some hopes of him, I think he may be saved. As 
for myself, I am as sure of being in Heaven^ as 
if 1 was actually there at present " Possessed 
with such an idea in favour of the young man in 
question, it was to be expected that she should 
not be wanting in her endeavours to convert 
him ; for Calvinists are almost as eager to make 
proselytes as Papists. The lady was conse- 
quently very desirous of introducing her protege 
to her confessor, the Rev- Mr- Toplady, of the 
high Calvinistic sehooL But this, for obvious 
reasons, the young man repeatedly declined- He 
douW not, however, in civility, resist the lady's 
earnest importunity, that he would accompany 
her to the lectures, which Mr- Toplady was then 
delivering at one of the London Churches, Here 
the young man had an opportunity of seeing a 
portrait of Calvinism at full length, which cer- 
tainly did not tend to make him more in love 
with it than he was before. Among several dis- 
courses which he heard, one did not fail particu- 
larly to strike him. It treated of the faith of 
Abraham, on the well-known text, " Abraham 
believed the Lord, and he counted it unto him 
for righteousness." The young man, though 
no divine, thought he possessed common sense 

M 



162 



sufficient to enable him to understand this plaiil 
passage. But no such thing. The exposition 
affixed to it by the preacher being, that as the 
reward for Abraham's believing in God, Christ s 
r}gMeowness was imputed to him^ 

, This gentleman afterwards published two oc- 
tavo volumes purporting to give an history of 
the Church ; the professed object of which was 
to prove, that Calvinism had been the belief of 
the faithful from Adam, through all successive 
dispensations to the present day ; and that all 
Churches have been in unison upon this most 
important doctrine. Whilst the fact, it is most 
probable, might be, that this gentleman never 
opened his Bible without meeting, or at least 
thinking, that he espied his favourite doctrine 
in every page. Now there is but one remedy 
for such a case, which, if properly used, pro- 
mises to be effectual ; and it is this : could Mr. 
Toplady have been persuaded to lay aside the 
glasses that he had been accustomed to make 
use of, and take to others that had been more 
truly ground to the correct Scriptural focus, all 
objects would have been found reduced to their 
proper places, and peculiar dimensions. And 
here, with respect, and in perfect good humour, 
I take my leave of the Archdeacon of Ely. 

What remains to be said on the subject of 
Bishop Bull may be short ; for the learned Bishop 
stands in need of no trumpeter. But as Calvinism, 



(thougli disguised^ having been stripped of its 
most disgusting features,) or at least a spurious 
sort of divinity has been stealing into the Church 
of England, which we old professors are some- 
times at a loss to understand; better service 
could not, I thought, be done to that excellent 
Church, than to direct the attention of the 
modern clergy to the sterling writings of that 
truly scriptural divine. However deficient, there- 
fore, I may have been in doing justice to the 
character of this great man, still I shall rest 
satisfied, if the reader will accept this humble 
tribute of gratitude from an individual, who has 
ever considered it as one of the principal advan- 
tages attendant on his professional life, to have 
been placed by a gracious Providence at the feet 

THE END. 
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